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EXPLANATORY 


In issuing an index to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for the year 1908, it was deemed advisable to compile 
it in such form that the reader could obtain from it the substance, at least, of what had been carried in TH!" 
TRAFFIC BULLETIN during the year. This would make reference to the file of the paper not entirely 
essential and would make the index valuable to those who were not provided with a complete file. 

This volume is the fruit of this determination, and it is believed that it will prove valuable to aii 
who use it. No labor has been spared to make it as complete as possible, and no important matters 
chronicled in the columns of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN during the year 1908 are omitted from it. With the cross- 
reference and subject digest form, it is believed that it will be of easy reference. 

While the digest form has been used throughout, all possible citations are given. For instance,. not only is 
the issue and page of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN given in referring to a decision of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission or court, but the title of the case as well, so that one who desires to read the complete text of 
a decision may do so either from the file of the BULLETIN or from a volume of reports. 

By subdividing and indexing under commodities, the decisions and other matter relative to each particular 
commodity, the subscriber can readily refer to afl maiter affecting his commodity. The same idea has becu 
carried out in reference to localities and to natural subjects, such as “Rates,” “Car Service,” “Tariffs,” etc. 

While a great many abbreviations have been used, these have, in most cases, been those with which readers 
of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN are familiar. Only a few of them need be explained. For instance, 15A-R8t 
refers to Tariff Circular 15A, Rule 84; Bul 1-14 refers to Bulletin No. 1, Conference Rulings of the Interstaiv 
Commerce Commission, Item No. 14; (Conf Rul), appearing before a citation to pages in THE TRAFFIC BUL- 
LETIN, means that the subject is a conference ruling of the Commission, which appeared in THE TRAFFIC 


BULLETIN, but which has never been issued in any of the regular bulletins on conference rulings by the Com 
mission. 


ABSORPTION OF CHANGES. See | ADVERTISING Courts, Federal: State 


appeals from 
“Charges.”’ Courts, Federal: Judge Kohlsaat at injunction issued by Judge Thomas 
Chicago holds advertising contract G. Jones restraining enforcement of 

ACCOUNTS between C I & L and Munsey’s Mag- state laws; May 30, p 3. 

Illinois: Commission criticizes carriers’ azine to exchange transportation for Rivers: State commission orders 
method of computing intrastate advertising space contrary to com- schedule of rates effective upon navi- 
freight and passenger earnings; — law; decision in full; July 25, gable streams; April 25, p 70. 
March 14, p 6. p i. , s - 

Kansas: Reports required by state Transportation: Georgia commission] ALLOTTING CARS. See “Car Service 
board in conformity to accounting rules that carriers may pay for ad- (Distribution).” 
regulations of Interstate Commerce vertising with transportation; July 25, 

Commission are looked upon as a Pp 47, ALLOWANCES. (See also “Rebates,” 
resolution of the question of obtain- “Elevation” and ‘‘Tariffs.’’) 

ing accurate statistics; Sept. 12, p| AGREEMENTS Car-door Boards: Held that an allow- 
47. Express: Held that agreement be- ance made to the shipper to cover 

Kentucky: State commission calls on tween express company and railroad the cost of car-door boards placed 
carriers to file reports of annual company does not restrict Interstate by shipper in stock cars to trans- 
earnings on forms conforming with Commerce Commission’s authority to port coal must be plainly stated in 
requirements of Interstate’ Commerce fix just and reasonable rates; Rey- tariff to be valid; Victor Fuel Co 
Commission; Sept. 5, p 69. nolds vs Sou Exp Co; May 23, p 4. AT E&SFEF; 1 

’ vs ; July 4, p 62. 
eer Jn, = — Na- 
tional Industria raffic League re-| AMERICAN RAILWAY ASSOCIATION 
AD ; 
Romanian "tee cock cedineeni’ ‘ae ports on; Oct. 10, p 57. Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 23, 163 roads 
F mn reporting, show if ar 
used in act to modify “foreign coun- | agRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS On May 18; same Tonay TEEN abort. 
try” would seem to mean adjacent T - Cc di i r ' 9 ; 
in the sense of the possibility of sub- on: Comet: nee Chatenes taste age of 159 cars; May 23, p 13. 
stantial continuity of rails; Lykes $ on agricultural implements, etc.; Jan. Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 23A, 160 
iE Eins ve. The’ Commerce!’ Union 25, p 6. roads reporting, shows 381,904 sur- 


et al; April 18, p 24. ALABAMA . plus cars on May 27; same roads re- 


g Courts, Federal: State laws enjoined 
eee IN RATES. See “Rate Ad- by Judge Thomas G. Jones in federal 
ce,”’ . 


port shortage of 125 cars; June 6, 


p 13. 
Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 25, 164 roads 


court at Montgomery; April 4, p 16. reporting, shows 349,994 surplus cars 
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ANNUAL PASS. See ‘Free Transporta- 


ANTHRACITE COAL. 


APPLES. See “Fruits and Vegetables.” 
APPLICATION OF RATES. See ‘‘Rates.” 
ARKANSAS 


on June 10; same roads report short- 
age of 427 cars; June 20, p 21. 

Car Eficiency Bulletin, No 25A, 163 
roads reporting, shows 313,298 cars on 
June 24; same roads report shortage 
of 451 cars; July 4, p 75. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 27, 163 roads 
reporting, shows 303,560 surplus cars 
on July 8; same roads report short- 
age of 518 cars; July 18, p 91. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 27A, 166 
roads reporting, shows 308,680 surplus 
cars on July 22; same roads report 
shortage of 509 cars; Aug. 1, p 77. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 29, 163 rodds 
reporting, shows 281,621 surplus cars 
on Aug. 5; same roads report short- 
age of 635 cars; Aug. 15, p 51. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 29A, 160 
roads reporting, shows 253,003 sur- 
plus cars on Aug. 19; same roads re- 
port shortage of 854 cars; Aug. 29, 


p 61. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 31, 160 roads 
reporting, shows 222,632 surplus cars 
on Sept. 2; same roads report short- 
age of 1,418; Sept. 12, p 53. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 31A, 163 
roads reporting, shows 173,587 surplus 
cars on Sept. 16; same roads report 
shortage of 2,935; Sept. 26, p 53. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 31B, 160 
roads reporting, shows 133,792 surplus 
cars on Sept. 30; same roads report 
shortage of 8,114 cars; Oct. 10, p 69. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 33, 163 roads 
reporting, shows 115,036 surplus cars 
on Oct. 14; same roads report short- 
age of 13,199 cars; Oct. 24, p 69. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 33A, 158 
roads reporting, shows 110,912 sur- 
plus cars on Oct. 28; same roads re- 
port shortage of 10,839 cars; Nov. 7, 


p 61. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 35, 160 roads 
reporting, shows 121,174 surplus cars 
on Nov. 11; same roads report short- 
age of 11,659; Nov. 21, p 61. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 35A, 160 
roads reporting, shows 132,829 surplus 
ears on Nov. 25; same roads report 
shortage of 9,210; Dec. 5, p 69. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No 37, 161 roads 
reporting, shows 175,643 surplus cars 
on Dec. 9; same roads report short- 
age of 1,679 cars; Dec. 19, p 69. 


tion.”’ 


See ‘‘Coal.’’ 


Car Service: Suit is filed in Supreme 
court to test validity of new car 
service law; May 30,°p 49. 

Commission Restrained: Judge Van- 
deventer, U. S. Circuit court, at St. 
Paul, Minn., grants temporary  in- 
junction against Arkansas board, re- 
straining the enforcement of two- 
cent passenger law and_ enjoining 
commission from prohibiting certain 
freight rate advances; Sept. 12, p 49. 

Courts: St LI M & § secures injunc- 
tion against enforcement of com- 
mission’s order in re coal penalty 
suits. Feb. 1, p 12. 

Courts: La & Ark files petition for in- 
junction against state board; Feb. 15, 


Pp 6. 

Courts, State: State Supreme court 
holds that full crew law of state is 
valid; June 6, p 10. 

Courts: Demurrage law (Barker) per- 
manently enjoined by Judge Trieber 
in U. S. Circuit court; July 4, p 71. 

Courts: State Supreme reverses deci- 
sion of lower court fining St LI M 
& S for failure to stop a through 
passenger train at Arkadelphia, Ark., 
as called for in act of state legisla- 
ture; Feb. 15, p 59. 

Courts: Federal Judge Trieber tem- 
porarily enjoins suits under Barker 
demurrage law against the St L I 
M & §S; Feb. 22, p 6. 

Courts: State commission cited for 
contempt for alleged violation of 
Judge Trieben’s injunction in institut- 
ing penalty suits against certain car- 
riers for charging rates prohibited 
by Commission; Nov. 21, p 47. 

Demurrage Law: St L S W appeals from 
decision of state Supreme to U. S. 

Supreme court in Barker demurrage 

law case; March 21, p 38. 






ASKEW, H. 


ASTRAY 


BAER, GEORGE F., President Phila & 


BAGGAGE TRANSFER AGENTS 


BEER. 
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Federal Control: Federal regulation, 
exclusive, opposed by Arkansas com- 
mission; Feb. 22, p 6. 

Goodwin Bill: Commissioner Allen 
claims that bill has saved state ship- 
pers $50,000; March 21, p 38. 

Hearings: State commission takes sev- 
eral minor cases under advisement; 
St L I M & S amends petition for 
an injunction against enforcement of 
rulings relative to filing of suits 
against road for alleged discrimina- 
tion against certain coal operators; 
Feb. 8, p 4. 

Passenger Fares: State commission 
addresses circular letter to shippers 
in two-cent fare controversy; Aug. 
15, p 47. 

Rate Advance: State commission re- 
jects intrastate schedules as exorbi- 
tant and protests against interstate 
rate advances; Oct. 17, p 61. 

Rate Advance: State commission pro- 
hibits carriers from putting in, tar- 
iffs advancing rates, despite Judge 
Vandeventer’s injunction restraining 
commission from interfering; Nov. 7, 
p 46. 

Rate Advances: New schedules meet 
with protests from shippers; Nov. 14, 
p 45. 

Rate Advance: State commission aban- 
dons penalty suits which led to con- 
tempt proceedings in Judge Trieber’s 
court; Nov. 28, p 54. 

Rate Advance: State commission de- 
clines to issue temporary freight tar- 
iff to take place of rates which state 
board sought to prohibit putting into 
effect by carriers; Dec. 12, p 64. 

Reports: Annual report of state com- 
mission; Jan. 11, p 8. 

Routing: Carriers appeal case involv- 
ing “inter’’ and “intra’’ state rout- 
ing en Supreme court; Oct. 

, Pp . 

Shippers complain of Arkansas Freight 
Committee Tariff; Jan. 4, p 14. 

Taxes: Railway assessors complete an- 
nual assessment of railway property 
in the state; July 11, p 40. 


G., Statistician. 

Texas: Issues booklet on passenger 
i situation in Texas; June 20, p 

SHIPMENTS. See ‘“Ship- 

ments.” 


Reading Railway. 

Utterances: Issues statement saying 
that traffic officials favor an increase 
in freight rates; April 25, p 71. 


Free Transportation: Held that car- 
rier cannot lawfully give free trans- 
portation to agents of baggage trans- 
fer concerns who board trains near 
cities to arrange for transfer of bag- 
gage; 15A-R66. 


BALTIMORE, MD. ‘ 


Class Rates to Johnson City 
when via Norf & West through 
Bristol, Va.-Tenn.: Held that rates 
shall not exceed those from Balti- 
more, Md., to Morristown, Tenn., 
Commercial Club of Johnson City vs 
B & O et al; July 4, p 46. 

Class Rates to Johnson City, Tenn., via 
Sou Ry through Morristown, Tenn.: 
Held that rates should not exceed the 
following: 1st class, 95c; 2d class, 
80c; 3d class, 65c; 4th class, 50c; 5th 
class, 45c; 6th class, 37c; Commer- 
cial Club of Johnson City vs B & O 
et al; July 4, p 46. 


Tenn., 


BANANAS. See “Fruits and Vegeta- 


bles.”’ 
BARBER, OHIO, President of Diamond 
Match Co. 
Rate Advance: Opposes. increased 


freight rates in speech at banquet of 


Illinois Manufacturers’ 
Dec. 12, p 62. 


Association; 


BEGGS, JOHN I., President Milwaukee 


Electric Railway and Light Co. 

Utterances: 
will be passed relative 
— and freight matters; May 2, 
Pp 30. 


See “Liquor, Water and Wines.” 


BITUMINOUS COAL. 
BLOCKADES 


BREWER, 





Declares that new laws 
to electric 


BILL OF COMPLAINT 


Amending: Commission does not favor 
practice of ingrafting an application 
for through routes and joint rates 
on a claim for reparation; La Salle 
& B County R RvsC& N W; 
June 13, p 29. 

Explicit: Carrier has right to have 
complaint so stated as to afford it 
necessary information to enable it to 
determine whether to request author- 
ity of Commission to satisfy demand 
or make formal answer; Mo & Kan 
Shippers’ Assn vs A T & S F et al; 
April 25, p 1. 

Omnibus: Held that omnibus com- 
plaints challenging rates and classifi- 
cation on a commodity without spe- 
cific evidence of unreasonableness of 
individual rates having been pre- 
sented should be dismissed without 
prejudice; National Petroleum Assn 
vs Ann Arbor RR et al; July 18, p 76. 


BILL OF LADING. See “Uniform Bill 


of Lading.”’ 


See ‘‘Coal.’”’ 


Application of Rates: Carrier which 
diverts traffic because. of blockade or 
other cause must pay full tariff rates 
to carrier or carriers handling move- 
ment; 15A-R60. 

Responsibility of Carrier: Initial line 
is responsible to shipper for resulting 
increase in transportation’ charges oc- 
casioned by rerouting shipment be- 
cause of blockade by floods when 
action is taken without instructions 
from shipper; Bul 2-83; June 20, p 2. 


BOOTS AND SHOES 


Courts: Advanced rates from Boston, 
Mass., to Atlanta, Ga., on boots and 
shoes restrained; Jan. 4, p 13, 

Western Classification: Shippers  se- 
cure annulment of rule requiring 
shipments of boots and _ shoes in 
wooden boxes to be secured with ce- 
ment-coated nails; Nov. 28, p 36. 


BOSTON, MASS. 


Class Rates to Johnson City, Tenn., 
when via Norf & West through 
Bristol, Va.-Tenn.: Held that rates 
shall not exceed those from Boston, 
Mass., to Morristown, Tenn.; Com- 
mercial Club of Johnson City vs B & 
O et al; July 4, p 46. 

Class Rates to Johnson City, Tenn., 

~ via Sou Ry through Morristown, 
Tenn.: Held that rates should not 
exceed the following: 1st class, $1.05; 
2d class, 90c; 3d class, 73c; 4th class, 
57c; 5th class, 50c; 6th class, 42ce; 
Commercial Club of Johnson City vs 
B & O et al; July 4, p 46. 


BRAN. See “Grain and Grain Products.” 


JUSTICE, U. S. Supreme 
court. 


Dissenting opinion in Armour ys U. S.; 
March 21, p 381. 


BRICK 


Cheltenham, Mo., to New Iberia, La.: 
Rate on enameled brick ordered re- 
duced from 48c to 30c per 100 pounds; 
Hydraulic Pressed Brick Co vs St 
L & S F et al; April 18, p 19. 

Iowa: Commission issues distance 
tariff on brick; Jan. 25, p 6. 

Lincoln, Neb., from  Southwesterit 
Points: Held that rate may be 1%c 
per 100 pounds higher than to 
Omaha; Lincoln Commercial Club vs 
CRI& P et al; April 18, p 4. 


BRIEFS 


Printing of: Briefs shall be printed in 
twelve-point type, on antique finish 
paper, 5% inches wide by 9 inches 
long, with suitable margins, double- 
leaded text and single-leaded cita- 
tions; Bul 1-40; March 21, p 1. 

Not Filed on Time: Held that if briefs 
are not filed within the time fixed 
by the Commission no failure to ac- 
cord the defendants a full hearing, 
as required by the fifteenth section, 
sresults from disposing of the case 
before the briefs are received; Ull- 
man vs Adams Express Co et al; 
Dec. 12, p 49. 


BROOM CORN. See “Grai: rain 
Products.”” PR SS 
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. lantic; Oct. 31, p 59 


BROWN, W. C., Senior Vice-President 
New York Central Lines. 

Rate Advance: Addresses locomotive 
engineers at Syracuse, N. Y., on the 
necessity of a rate advance from the 
standpoint of wages; Oct. 24, p 58. 

Rate Advance: Defends increase in 
freight rates at banquet of Illinois 
Manufacturers’ Association; Dec. 12, 
p 62. 


BRUSHES, WIRE 
Classificatio, Official: Held that wire 
brushes and brooms, L C L, should 
be 3d class; Forest City Freight Bu- 
reau vs Official Classification Terri- 
tory Carriers; March 7, p 1. 


BUFFALO, N. Y. 

Grain: Differential applying on grain 
shipments, etc., from Chicago to Phil- 
adelphia and Baltimore denied Buf- 
falo; Washburn-Crosby Co vs P R R; 
Jan, 18, p 4. ° 


BULK SHIPMENTS. See “Shipments.” 
BURDEN OF PROOF. See “Evidence.” 
BUTTER. See “Dairy Products.”’ 


camBAges. See “Fruits and Vegeta- 
es,” 


CALIFORNIA 

Express: Attorney-General of state 
holds that express companies are not 
under jurisdiction of state railroad 
commission; May 30, p 50. 
Legislation: Attorney-General Webb, 
in biennial report, urges more rate 
regulation; Nov. 14, p 44. 


CAMERAS AND CAMERA STANDS 
St. Louis to Denver: Held that pres- 
ent rate is not excessive; Merchants’ 
Traffic Assn vs A T & S F et al; 
March 28, p 7. 


CANADA 

3eorgian Bay Canal: Engineers’ re- 
port of preliminary surveys. trans- 
mitted to Canadian parliament; March 
28, p 24. 

Paper War: Traffic returns of Temis- 
kaming and Northern Ontario Ry 
seriously affected by paper war in 
United States; Oct. 17, p 60. 

Quebec Central: Road is extended to 
Connors, B. C.; Nov. 14, p 48. 

Utterances: Dr. James Mills discusses 
work of Canadian commission; Feb. 
29, p 55. 


CANADIAN BOARD DECISIONS 

Demurrage on Lumber: Held that com- 
plainant is entitled to refund for 
charges assessed on three cars of 
lumber; Independent Lumber’ Co, 
Ltd. vs Can Pac; Oct. 31, p 59. 

Lumber: Wiarton to Toronto, Ont.: 
Held that carrier refund all amounts 
to shippers of lumber collected in ex- 
cess of 8c during the month of May, 
a ae vs Grand Trunk; Nov. 
, Dd e 

Stone Rates: Held that rates from 
Guelph, Galt, Niagara Falls, Long- 
ford, St. Marys and Ivanhoe to To- 
ronto and common points should not 
exceed rates from other quarry points 
of similar or greater distance; pres- 
ent scale of rates amended; com- 
plaint dismissed; Doolittle & Wilcox 
et al vs Can Pac and Grand Trunk; 
Oct. 31, p58. 

Supplement to Canadian Classification: 
Canadian board approves application 
of Canadian Freight Association to 
make changes in the Canadian Clas- 
sification; Dec. 26, p 46. 

Switching Charges at St. Thomas, Ont.: 
Switching order No. 4796, authorizing 
charge of $3 per car for interchange 
switching at St. Thomas, amended to 
conform with general inter-switching 
order No. 4988; Nov. 7, p 55. 

Switching: Interchange at Kingsville, 
Ont.: Held that Pere Marquette 
should interchange traffic with Wind- 
sor, Essex & Lake Shore Rapid at 
Kingsville, Ont.; Windsor E & L §$ 
vs Pere M; Dec. 5, p 67. 

Switching at Casselman, Ont.: Held 
that additional charge of $3 per car 
for switching and handling traffic at 
siding, between Casselman and South 
Indian, is just and reasonable; com- 
Plaint dismissed; Pilon vs Canada At- 
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Tariffs, Agents May File: Commission 
grants permission to carriers to issue 
— through joint agents; Oct. 17, 
p 60. 

Winnipeg, Man., Rates: Claim against 
tariffs issued in lieu of outlawed rate 
schedules which had been declared 
preferential and discriminatory in 
favor of Winnipeg is dismissed; Win- 
nipeg Board of Trade et al vs Can 
Pac and Can Nor; Nov. 21, p 52. 


CANCELATION. See ‘Tariffs.’ 


CANNED GOODS 

Irving, N. Y., to Burlington, Vt.: Held 
that rates, C L, should not exceed 
rates on same traffic from Irving, N. 
Y., to Boston, Mass.; Erie Preserv- 
i vs LS & MS et al; July 4, 
p 64. 

Johnson City, Tenn., from New York 
Philadelphia and Baltimore, via Sou 
Ry, through Morristown, Tenn., fixed 
as follows: New York and Philadel- 
phia, not to exceed C L, 48c per 100 
pounds; L C L, 60c; from Baltimore, 
not to exceed C L, 40c; L C L, 57c; 
Gump vs B & O et al; July 4, p 46. 

Johnson City, Tenn., from New York, 
Philadelphia and Baltimore, when via 
Norf & West, through Bristol, Va.- 
Tenn.: Held that rates shall not ex- 
ceed those from same points of ori- 
gin to Morristown, Tenn.; Gump vs 
B & O et al; July 4, p 46. 

Pacific Coast Terminals to Nashville, 
Tenn.: Held that rates to Nashville, 
as compared with rates to other 
points in Tennessee, Ohio and Ken- 
tucky, are not per se unreasonable 
or discriminatory; Cummins & Ben- 
net Co et al vs Sou Pac Co et al; 
June 20, p 15. 


CAR DISTRIBUTION. See “Car Serv- 
ice.”’ 


CARETAKER, FREE TRANSPORTA- 
TION OF. See “Free Transporta- 
tion.’’ 


CARLOAD, MINIMUM 

Rules: Commission lays down rules 
governing minimum carloads, furnish- 
ing of cars and application of rates; 
15A-RT77. 

Strawberries, Starke and Lawtey, Fla., 
to New York City and Rate Points: 
Held that minimum should not ex- 
ceed 175 crates; Fla Fruit & Veg 
Shippers’ Prot Assn vs A C L et al; 
Aug 8, p 52. 

Variation: Carrier should provide car 
of capacity ordered, but when un- 
able to do so may furnish smaller 
one, allowing it to be loaded to visi- 
ble capacity, and charging on actual 
weight, or a larger one, charging 
only on the minimum fixed in tariff, 
or may furnish two smaller cars if 
a furnish the larger one; 15A- 


CARLOADS, CONSOLIDATED. See 
“Consolidated Carloads.’’ 


CARPENTER, MYRON J. 
Courts: Appointed receiver for the 
Southern Indiana; Aug. 22, p 45. 


CARRIERS, IN GENERAL 

Boats: Water lines not entitled to re- 
ceive advance charges unless. they 
become common carriers and file tar- 
iffs; Bul 2-62; June 20, p 1. 

Monthly Reports of: Monthly reports 
of revenues and expenses furnished 
to commission must be in duplicate; 
Bul 1-30; Feb. 15, p 59. 

Preferential Rates to: Carrier or per- 
son operating railroad is not to be 
given preferential rates over lines of 
another carrier for interstate ship- 
ments; 15A-R73. 


CARRIERS, LIABILITY OF ; 
Blockade: Initial line is responsible to 
shipper for resulting increase in 
transportation charges occasioned by 
rerouting shipment because of block- 
ade by floods. when action is taken 
without instructions from shipper; 
Bul 2-83; June 20, p 2. 
Courts, Federal: Initial carriers’ lia- 


bility affirmed in Federal court; 
~— vs St L & S._F; April 11, 


Flood: U. S. Supreme court holds that 
earrier is not liable for loss of live 
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stock in flood at Kansas City; Waite 

— Co et al vs A T & S F; May 
» Pp 6. 

Not Bound: Carrier, whose name is 
included in a tariff without having 
given authority, is not bound by that 
tariff; 15A-R83. 

Participating Carriers: Held that a 
earrier who concurred in establishing 
an unlawful advance is not liable to 
damages resulting therefrom unless 
said carrier actually participated in 
the movement upon which reparation 
is awarded; Nicola, Stone & Myers 
Co vs L & N et al; Stetson Lumber 
Co vs Sou Ry et al; Phillips & Co vs 
Il _ et al (three cases); July 11, 
p 60. 

Storage: Supreme court of state of 
Washington holds carrier résponsibi» 
for freight destroyed in storage; April 
25, p 29. 

Tariffs: Carrier is bound by its 
tariffs and under tariffs filed prior 
to May 1, 1907, are responsible in 
accord with custom then generally 
followed, except when and after they 
filed specific nonconcurrences in. cer- 
tain issues; 15A-R83. 

Unauthorized Use of Concurrence: Car- 
rier which incorporates name of an- 
other carrier in tariff without author- 
ity to do so will be held responsible; 
15A-R83. 


CARS, PRIVATE. See “Private Cars.” 


CAR SERVICE, IN GENERAL 

Allowance for Car-door Boards placed 
on Stock Cars to Transport Coal by 
Shipper: Held that allowance must 
be piainly stated in tariff to be valid; 
oe Fuel Co vs A T & S F; July 
, P 62. 

Cars differing in Size from Tariff Re- 
quirements: Held that tariff naming 
rates on certain sized car and mak- 
ing no provision for reduction of rate 
if carrier, for his own convenience, 
furnishes a smaller car, is unreason- 
able; Carstens Packing Co vs Nor 
Pac et al; Dec. 12, p 48. 

Car Shortage and Distribution: Report 
of Franklin K. Lane, Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner, to National As- 
sociation of Railway Commissioners, 
in full; Oct. 10, p 50. 

Courts: U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals 
(Virginia), Judge Pritchard, reverses 
Circuit court (Maryland) in Pitcairn 
Coal Co vs B & O et al, and sustains 
Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Sept. 26, p 51. 

Courts: U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals 
reverses decree of lower court en- 
joining the Merchants’ Coal Co from 
prosecuting a suit before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, alleg- 
ing improper coal car distribution; 
Jan. 25, p 1. 

Fitting Cars: Expense of fitting cars 
by shipper to protect his shipments 
from weather conditions cannot be 
refunded without tariff authority; 
Bul 1-19; Jan. 18, p 10. 

Furnishing and Cleaning Cars: Held 
that shippers, having agreed to pre- 
pare certain cattle cars for hay ship- 
ments at their own expense, were 
not entitled to reimbursement for the 
expense thus incurred; Laning-Har- 
ris Coal & Grain Co vs St L & 
S F; Kansas City Hay Co vs St L 
& S F; March 21, p 14. 

Jurisdiction: Questions, of demurrage 
‘and car service on interstate ship- 
ments are within jurisdiction of 
Interstate Commerce Commission and 
not state commissions; Bul 1-54; May 
2, p 2. 

Through Cars: Carrier must send car 

through on through shipments or 

transfer consignment and route at 

its own expense; Bul 1-59; May 2, 


1. 

Use of Stakes: Held that defendants’ 
regulations requiring shippers of 
lumber on open cars to stake and 
secure loads for safe carriage are 
not unjust or unreasonable; National 
Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Associa- 
tion et di vs A C L et al; July 11, 
p 55. 


CAR SERVICE, DEMURRAGE 

Astray Shipments: Demurrage charges 
on astray shipments may be treated 
as transportation charges and _ ad- 
vanced under Rule 74 of Tariff Circu- 
lar 15A; Bul 1-31; Feb. 15, p 59. 

Disputes: When delivering carrier de- 
mands more than lawful rate, con- 
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signee is released from demurrage 
charges accruing during pendency of 
dispute as to lawful rate; Bul 1-32; 
Feb. 15, p 59. 

Error: Delivering carrier must collect 
demurrage charges even though they 
result from error of another carrier; 
Bul 1-32; Feb. 15, p 59. 

Financial Stringency: Shipper who 
paid freight bills by checks was un- 
able to secure currency during finan- 
cial stringency when checks’ were 
refused and demurrage accrued: Held 
that charges could not be refunded; 
Bul 1-39; March 21, p 1. 

F. O. B. Shipments: Carrier must col- 
lect demurrage charges on f. o. Db. 
shipments either from vendor or 
vendee, but Commission cannot un- 
dertake to investigate and determine 
whether vendor or vendee is liable 
(Conf. Rul.); Oct. 31, p 47. 

Jurisdiction: Commission may afford 
relief from imposition of demurrage 
charges upon a showing that com- 
plainant has been subjected either 
to unjust discrimination or to pay- 
ment of unreasonable charges; Mac- 
Bride Coal & Coke Co vs C St P 
M & O; June 13, p: 26. 

Jurisdiction: Questions of demurrage 
and car service on interstate ship- 
ments are within jurisdiction of In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, and 
not state commissions; Bul 1-54; May 
» 9 

Liability of Cotton Compress for: Texas 
Supreme court holds that cotton com- 
press is not liable for demurrage 
when cotton blockade exists in rail- 
road yard or at compress; Nov. 7, 
p 54. 

Private Cars: Held that cars owned 
by shipper and rented to carrier are 
subject to demurrage charge when 
standing on tracks of carrier, but not 
when on private track of owner or 
consignee; In re Matter of Demur- 
rage on Privately Owned Tank Cars; 
April 25, p 3. 

Private Tank Cars: Rule as to demur- 
rage on private tank cars is applica- 
ble to all other private cars used 
by railroad and paid for on mileage 
basis; Bul 2-79; June 20, p 2. 

Shipments Held for Reconsignment: 
Held that where tariff provides for 
reconsignment without any require- 
ment for prepayment of freight or 
guaranty of same, carrier may not 
lawfully charge demurrage for time 
during which it holds shipment while 
parleying with its connections as to 
advancement of its freight charges; 
Beekman Lumber Co vs St LS W; 
Nov. 28, p 42. 





Strikes: Commission has no power to 
relieve earriers from demurrage 
charges occasioned by strikes; Bul 
1-8. 


Tariffs: Carrier must publish, post and 
file all terminal charges which in any 
wise change, affect or determine 
value of service rendered, and all 
such charges become part of rates, 
fares and charges which carriers are 
required to demand, collect and re- 
tain; S2 to 15A, p 6. 


CAR SERVICE, DISTRIBUTION 


Act to Regulate Commerce: Held that 
the Act to Regulate Commerce does 
not require carrier to establish a 
system of mine ratings and car dis- 
tribution unless it is necessary to 
prevent discrimination; Traer vs C B 
& Q; July 11, p 69. 

Carrier did not include own ears fur- 
nished for contract coal and allowed 
mine to share in pro rata distribu- 
tion of cars during shortage: Held 
practice was preferential; Royal Coal 
& C. Co vs Sou Ry; Tenn. Coal Co 
vs same; Minersville Coal Co vs same; 
May 2, p 2. 

Coke Oven Basis: ~Coke oven basis of 
car distribution ordered discontinued 
in West Virginia; Powhatan Coal & 
ee vs Norf & West et al; Feb. 

, p a e 

Courts: U. S. Circuit court (Tlinois) 
holds, in C « A vs Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and IIl Cent vs In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, that 
carriers are not required to count 
their own cars used in hauling their 
own fuel, except in determining mine 
ratings, against the share due the 
operator; Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission order requiring private and 


CAR SERVICE, INTRASTATE 


foreign fuel cars to be counted against 
mine’s share of available system cars 
sustained; July 4, p 68. 

Equitable Allotment Carrier’s Duty: 
Held that while mine capacity of a 
given shipper may be greater than 
his allotment of cars, yet where this 
is also case as to other shippers, sim- 
ilarly situated in same coal field, it 
is duty of carrier, when supply of 
ears is inadequate, to fairly distrib- 
ute available number among all opera- 
tors; Powhatan Coal & Coke Co vs 
Norf & West et al; Feb. 1, p 1. , 

Fuel Cars: Railway fuel cars must be 
charged against mine in pro rata dis- 
tribution if mine ships commercial 
coal; Traer vs C & A; May 2, p 6. 

Holding Cars at Junction Points: Hold- 
ing cars at junction points to be 
loaded from private cars, instead of 
sending them to loading points where 
all shippers might use them, held un- 
lawful; Ruttle et al vs Pere M; 
March 21, p 4. | 

Prescribing Distribution System: Held | 
that Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion is not cahed upon to make an 
order for the establishment of a sys- 
tem of mine ratings and car dis- 
tribution until it fairly appears that 
without it discrimination will result 
which can be prevented by the or- |} 
der; Traer vs C B & Q; July 11, p 69. 

Private Cars: Held that private coal | 
and railway fuel cars count, in time 
of car shortage, against mine opera- 
tor’s share of available system cars; 
Rail & River Coal Co vs B & O; July 
4, p 57. 


Arkansas: Suit is filed in state Su- 
preme court to test validity of new 
ear service law; May 30, p 49. 

Arkansas: Cireuit court, Judge Trie- 
ber, permanently enjoins Barker de- 
murrage law; July 4, p 71. 

Chicago: Illinois Manufacturers’ Assn 
sends letter of protest to Chicago 
Demurrage Bureau, protesting against 
bureau’s new rules; Aug. 29, p 59. 

Courts: Kansas demurrage law of 
1905 upheld by state Supreme court; 
Feb. 15, p 10. 

Courts, State: Suit for damages! 
started because of failure to furnish 
cars promptly; Idaho Sheep Co vs 
Oregon Short Line; April 11, p 7. 

Georgia:, State board holds that con- 
signee is not liable to demurrage 
where cars are held through refusal 
ef one carrier to switch them to con- 
signee’s plant; Jan. 18, p 12. 

Indiana: Commission is asked to amend 
demurrage rules in petition by In- 
dianapolis Light & Heat Co; May 30, 
p 49. 

Indiana: Complaint to establish recip- 
rocal demurrage dismissed by state 
commission; Feb. 29, p 7. 

Mississippi: State commission amends 
demurrage rules, car service officials 
agreeing to changes made; Dec. 12, 
p 62. 

Montana: Commission issues rules 
governing demurrage; Jan, 25, p 7. 
Ohio: Commission suspends collection 
of charges on lake coal; Aug. 15, 
p 49; second extension granted; Aug. 

22, Pp 46. 

Ohio: Rules of state board enjoined in 
court; May 16, p 14. 

Ohio: Cc C C & St L files new 
demurrage rules covering interstate 
traffic with Ohio State Commission; 
Aug. 8, p 69. 

Ohio: State board replies to suit of 
earriers seeking to enjoin the enforce- 





ment of Commission’s car service 
regulations on _ interstate business; 
Sept. 5, p 67. 

Ohio: Commission issues amended 


rules govérning same; April 4, p 18. 
Ohio: State commission files answer 
to suit of carriers seeking to enjoin 
it from enforcing car service rules 
on interstate business; Sept. 19, p 52. 
Ohio: Held by state commission in 
Carbon Coal Mining Co vs Marietta 
Columbus & Cleveland, that practice 
of defendant of not taking into ac- 
count foreign railway fuel cars con- 
signed to mines on its line in appor- 
tioning its available coal car equip- 
ment among operators is unlawful 
and unjustly and unreasonably dis- 
criminatory against operators not re- 
ceiving any portion of such foreign 
coal car equipment; Nov. 21, p 50. 
Texas: Old law penalizing carriers for 


failure to furnish and shippers fo, 
failure to release cars promptly helg 
valid by state commission; Oct, 3 
p 56. P 
Virginia: State board insists on strigt 
enforcement of rules governing ge. 
murrage; A C L for noncompliance: 
Jan. 11, p ii. , 
Virginia: State Supreme court declares 
Car Service Rule 1 of state commis. 
sion unconstitutional; Feb. 1, p 14 


CATTLE. See “Live Stock.’’ 


CELERY. 


CEMENT 

Johnson City, Tenn., from Northamp- 
ton, Pa., when via Norf & West 
through Bristol, Va.-Tenn.: Held 
that rates shall not exceed those from 
Northampton to Morristown, Tenn: 
Summers-Parrott Hardware Co ys B 
& O et al; July 4, p 46. 

Johnson City, Tenn., from Northamp- 
ton, Pa., via Sou Ry, through Mor. 
ristown, Tenn., net to exceed $5.1) 

. per net ton; Summers-Parrott Har¢- 
ware Co vs B & O et al; July 4 
p 46. . 

Lincoln, Neb., from Southwestern 
Points: Held that rates may be 1%e 
per 100 pounds higher than to Omaha: 
Lincoln Com Club vs C RI & Pe 
al; April 18, p 4. 


See “Fruits and Vegetables” 


CENTRAL ASSOCIATION OF RAIL. 
ROAD OFFICERS 
Meeting: Twenty-first annual conven- 
—_ and election of officers; Oct. 24 
p 59. 


CHARGES 

Absorption of Switching Charges: (Car. 
rier must pay switching charges 
absorbed under tariff and not per- 
mit consignee to pay same and de- 
duct amount from freight bill; Bu 
2-64; June 20, p 1. 

Advance to Water Carriers: Advance 
charges to boats not common ear- 
riers, held unlawful; Bul 2-62; June 
20, p 1. 

Minimum: Rule proposed by C M-& St 
P, C & N W and Wis Cent in Wis- 
consin; Jan. 11, p 12. 

Offsetting Freight Charges by Claims: 
Shipper may not offset freight charges 
by claim against company; Bul 1-48; 
May 2, p 2. 

Refund of Drayage: Shipment was 
routed contrary to directions and con- 
signee was compelled to move ship- 
ment by dray from station to desti- 
nation to which it would have been 
switched if properly routed; carrier 
may be authorized by Commission io 
refund cost of drayage; Bul 1-25; 
gan, 18 p Ti. 


CHARITY 
teduced Fares: Act authorizes carrter 
to grant free or reduced fares for 
charitable purposes; 15A-R63. 


CHICAGO, ILL. 

Class Rates: To Pecos, Tex., as com- 
pared with rates to El Paso, Tex. 
held not unduly prejudicial to Pecos; 
Pecos Mercantile Co vs A T & SF 
et al; March 21, p 23. 

Class Rates: From New York, via 
lake-and-rail (without marine in- 
surance), fixed as _ follows: Class 
1, 59c; Class 2, 5lc; Rule &, 
43c; Class 8, 40c; Rule 26, 32c; Class 
4, 29c; Class 5, 25c; Class 6, 21%¢; 
Wyman, Partridge & Co et al vs B 
& M et al; March 28, p 1. 

Fire: Destroys $1,508,000 worth of 
property, large part of which belonged 
toC B & Q; Aug. 8, p 51. 

Switching: State commission promul- 
gates Switching Rule No. 23, govern- 
ing intrastate switching in Chicago 
district; rule in full; Sept. 19, p 48. 

Terminal Charges: Reduction from 2 
to $1 per car on live stock reaffirmed; 
Cattle Raisers’ Assn of Texas vs M 
K & T et al; Sept. 5, p 53. 5 

Terminal Charges: Charges. on_ live 
stock from Texas points reaffirmed 

<at $1 per car; Cattle Raisers’ Assi 
of Texas vs M K & T et al; April 
25, p 5. 

Terminal Charges on Live Stock: Or 
der of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion reducing switching charge 
live stock to Union Stock Yards _ from 
$2 to $1 per car enjoined by U. 
oo court at St. Paul; July 4, P 
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CHICAGO _ ASSOCIATION OF COM- 
MERCE 


Rate Advance: Adopts resolution 
protesting against advance in freight 
rates; May 16, p 15. 

Southeastern Rates: Petition filed 
in complaint against carriers. in 
southeastern territory given in full; 
Nov. 14, p 42. ' 


CHICAGO BOARD OF TRADE 
Elevation: Decides to take no official 
action against Interstate Commerce 
Commission order in grain elevation 
case; Nov. 14, p 48. 


CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST PAUL 
RAILWAY 
Coast Line: Extension opened to Butte, 
Mont., on Oct. 5; Oct. 10, p 64. 
Report: Traffic decrease shown by an- 
nual report; digest of same; Sept. 12, 
p 48. 


CHICAGO SOUTHERN RAILWAY _ 
Receivership: Judge Kohlsaat,~U. S. 
Circuit court at Chicago, appoints 
Myron J, Carpenter receiver for road; 
Aug. 29, D . 
Traffic department separated from that 
of Southern Indiana Ry by recelver, 
. T. Averitt being appointed gen- 
eral freight agent; Oct. 31, p 61. 


CHICAGO TRANSPORTATION ASSN. 
New club rooms opened at Wellington 
Hotel, Chicago, Ill.; Sept. 12, p 47. 
Tittemore, J. N., addresses association 
on “Government Control of Rail- 

roads;’ Nov. 28, p 49. 


CHINAWARE : 
Classification: Held that chinaware in 
boxes should be classed not higher 
than second-class in Official Classi- 
fication territory; Union Pacific Tea 
Co vs P R R et al; Dec. 5, p 47. 


CIDER 
Huntington, L. I., to New York City: 
Held by public service commission of 
state that rate of 37%4c, which rate 
includes return of empties and wagon 
deliveries, is just and reasonable; 
Oct. 31, p 57. 


CINCINNATI, O. 


Discrimination: Cotton piece goods 


rates from southern points, as com- 
pared with those to Chicago, held 
not discriminatory; Reliance Textile 


& Dye Works vs Sou Ry et al; Jan. 
18, p 6. 


CIRCUS 


Transportation of: Carrier may make 
rates for transportation of circuses 
by filing tariff effective one day 
thereafter, but should attach copy of 
contract under which movement is 


made; 15A-R69. 
CLAIMS 


Delivering Carrier Must Investigate: 
Delivering carrier cannot accept au- 
thority of connecting line in paying 

investigate and 

ascertain lawful rates; Bul 1-15; Jan. 


claims, but must 


18, p 10. 


Dixon, George D., Freight Treffic Mana- 
ger of Pennsylvania R. R. Urges 
prompt payment of claims; July 4, 


p 73. 
Georgia: Commission amends claim 


rules; Jan. 


25, p 6. 

Investigation: Carrier must investigate 
before paying claims and it is not 
a@ proper practice to pay without in- 

shipper 

ves bond to refund in case of error; 


vestigation, even though 


ul 2-68; June 20, p 1. 


Limitation: Claims filed since Aug. 28, 
1907, limited within two years of fil- 
ing; filed on or before Aug. 28, 1907, 


not limited; 15A-R81; Bul 1-10. 


Limitation of Liability: Judge Macfar- 
lane of Pittsburg, Pa., holds that 
failure to state true value of an ex- 
press package, worth more than the 
minimum value for the rate paid, was 
a device within the meaning of the 
commerce act to obtain a rate less 
than the established rate and that 
shipper was limited in his claim to 
the amount epocmyee in his receipt; 


March 28, p 25. 
Offsetting Freight 


2, Dp 2. 


Oregon: Commission issues reparation 


circular; March 7, p 7 


Pennsylvania R R increases force and 
changes system in claim department 


Prompt Action on: George D. Dixon, 


CLARK, EDGAR E., Interstate Commerce 


“As L. A., Traffic Manager Ball Bros. 


CLASSIFICATION 


CLASSIFICATION, OFFICIAL 





CLASSIFICATION, WESTERN 


CLASSES AND COMMODITIES 


Charges: Shipper 


may not offset freight charges with 
claim against carrier; Bul 1-48; May 


in order to secure promptness in set- 
tling claims; March 21, p 39. 


freight traffic manager of the Penn- 
sylvania R R, urges prompt action on 
claims; July 4, p 73. 


Commissioner. 

Concurs in conclusion in Leonard vs 
K C Sou et al, but would supplement 
order and establish through route on 
coal from mines to Westport, Mo., 
through Dodson and fix a rate of 
$2.15 per ton; Leonard vs K C Sou 
et al; June 13, p 2. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Na- 
tional Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 
Assn et alvs ACLRRet al; July 
11, p 55. 


Mfg. Co., Muncie, Ind. 
Tariffs: Writes Chairman Knapp re- 
garding application of classification 
ee to commodity tariffs; July 25, 
Utteranoes: Interdependent relations of 
shippers and carrier; speaks on; Oct. 
24, p 61. 


Commodity Rate: Quoting of 
modity rate takes 
classification and classification and 
class rate tariffs, hereafter issued, 
must carry rule making this provi- 
sion; Bul 2-84, S2 to 15A, p 9; June 
20, p 3. 


com- 
article out of 


Brushes and brooms (wire), not toilet, 
L C L, should be third class; Forest 
City Freight Bureau vs Carriers in 
a Classification territory; March 

Pp i. . 

Chinaware in Boxes: Held that china- 
ware so packed should not be rated 
higher than second class; Union Pa- 
— Tea Co vs P R R et al; Dec. 5, 

Cdat Hooks (Wire) Packed in Cases, 
LC L: Classification of, sustained; 
Forest City Freight Bureau vs car- 
riers in Official Classification terri- 
tory; Feb. 15, p 3. 

Consolidated Carloads: Rules against, 
viz., note to Rule 5B and Rule 15K, 
held unlawful; Export Shipping Co 
vs Wabash R R et al; same vs N Y C 
& St L et al; same vs B & O; Aug. 


1, p 46. 

Marking Rule: New York commission 
extends provisions of former modifica- 
tion of regulations governing marking 
L C L freight to 36 more carriers; 
Oct. 24, p 66. 

Marking Rule: Modified in New York 
by public service commission; July 
25, p 47. 

Marking Rule: New rule promul- 
gated; May 30, p 1. : 
Marking Rule: New York commission 
makes final modification of regula- 
tions governing the marking of L C L 
freight; Aug. 29, p 57. 


Iowa Manufacturers’ Assn: Addresses 

ehipners on proposed changes in; Nov. 
’ p » 

Multigraphs, in cases, L C L, ordered 
classified 1% times first class instead 
of double first class; Forest City 
rae vs carriers, etc.; April 
18, p 26. 


Fox River Valley, Wis., from Points in 
C F A Territory: Helé that joint 
through rates are unreasonable and 
unjust, as they are, as a rule, higher 
than the combination of locals; Osh- 
kosh Logging Tool Co et al vs C & 
N W et al (three cases); July 4, p 
44; Oshkosh Logging Tool Co et al vs 
C&N W; July 4, p 45. 


CLASS RATES 
Eastern Points to Chicago and Minne- 
apolis via Lake-and-Rail: Held un- 
reasonably advanced unless carriers 
assume marine insurance; _ rates 
(without marine insurance) from New 
York fixed as follows: To Chicago, 
Class 1, 59c; Class 2, 51c; Rule 25, 


48c; Class 3, 40c; Rule 26, 32c; Class 


4, 29c; Class 5, 25c; Class 6, 21%c. 
To Minneapolis, Class 1, 80c; Class 2, 


69c; Rule 25, 59c; Class 3, 538c; Rule 


26, 42c; Class 4, 37c; Class 5, 32c; 


Class 6, 26%c; Wayman, Partridge & 
ne al vs B & M et al; March 28, 


Pp 





Johnson City, 


CLEMENTS, 


Georgia: State commission orders at- 


torney to file petition with Interstate 

Commerce Commission against ad- 

vances in class rates; Sept. 5, p 66. 

Tenn., via Sou Ry, 

through Morristown, ‘Tenn.: Held 
that rates should not exceed the fol- 
lowing: From Boston, Mass., first 
class, $1.05; second class, 90c; third 
class, 73c; fourth class, 57c; fifth 
class, 50c; sixth class, 42c; from New 

York, N. Y., first class, $1.00; second 
class, 85c; third class, 70c; fourth 
class, 55c; fifth class, 48c; sixth elass, 
40c; from Philadelphia, Pa., first class, 
$1.00; second class, 85c; third class, 
70c; fourth class, 55c; fifth class, 48c; 
sixth class, 40c; from Baltimore, Ma., 
first class, 95c; second class, 80c; third 
class, 65c; fourth class, 50¢; fifth 
class, 45c; sixth class, 37c; Commer- 
cial Club of Johnson City vs B & O 
et al; July 4, p 46. 

Johnson City, Tenn., from Boston, 
Mass., New York, N. Y., Philadelphia, 
Pa., and Baltimore, Md., when via 
Norf & West, through Bristol, Va.- 
Tenn.: Held that rates shall not ex- 
ceed those from same points of origin 
to Morristown, Tenn.; Commercial 
Club of Johnson City vs B & O et: 
al; July 4, p 46. 

Missouri River Cities from Atlantic 
Seaboard Territory: Held that pro- 
portional rates from Mississippi River 
crossings, East St. Louis, Ill., to East 
Dubuque, Ill., inclusive, should not 
exceed the following: First class, 51c; 
second class, 38c; third class, 30c; 
fourth class, 28c; fifth class, 19c; 
Burnham, Hanna, Munger Dry Goods 
oe vs CRI & P et al; July 

» p 41. 

Oregon: From Portland, Ore., to points 
in Oregon ordered reduced by state 
commission; Portland Cham of Com 
vs OR & N Co; April 11, p 7. 

Pecos, Tex., from Chicago, St. Lours, 
Omaha and Denver as Compared with 
Rates to El Paso, Tex.: Held that 
present rates are not unduly preju- 
dicial to Pecos; Pecos Mercantile Co 
vs A T & S F et al; March 21, p 23. 

Rail-and-Water, Westbound, Propor- 
tionals Advanced: Proportional class 
rates from Baltimore, Md., and Phila- 
delphia, Pa., to east Mississippi River 
crossings on traffic destined to points 
west of the west bank, advanced; 
Nov. 28, p 49. 

St. Paul and Minneapolis from Atlantic 
Seaboard Points: Held that rates, 
because of Canadian and water com- 
petition, on classes may reasonably 
be lower than rates to Missouri River 
cities; Burnham, Hanna, Munger Dry 
Goods Co et al vs C RI & P et al; 
July 18, p 41. 


JUDSON_ C., Interstate 
Commerce Commissioner. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Mil- 
waukee-Waukesha Brewing Co vs C 
M & St P et al; Jan. 4, p 4 


COAL 


Bituminous Rates: Held should apply 
on cannel coal; Goff-Kirby Coal Co 
vs Bess & L E; also Butts Cannel 
Coal Co vs same defendant; April 25, 


p 16. 

Car Distribution: Held by U. S. Cir- 
cuit court (Illinois) in C & A vs 
Interstate Commerce Commission and 
Ill Cent vs Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission that carriers are not required 
to count their own cars used in haul- 
ing their own fuel, except in deter- 
mining mine ratings, against the 
share due the operator; Interstate 
Commerce Commission order requir- 
ing private and forei fuel cars to 
be counted against mine’s share of 
avaseie system cars upheld; July 4, 


p 68. . 

Car Distribution: Held that in time 
of car shortage private and railway 
fuel cars must always be delivered 
to operator owning them or to whom 
they are consigned, and that, if they 
do not make up his share according 
to mine rating, enough system cars 
are to be added to -complete his 

uota; Rail & River Coal Co vs B & 
; July 4, p 7. * 

Car Distribution: Fuel cars must be 
counted in pro rata distribution to 
mine in case of shortage; Royal Coal 
& C Co vs Sou Ry, Tenn Coal Co 
vs same, Minersville Coal Co vs 
game; May 2, p 2. 

Car Distribution: Held that in time 
of car shortage, private railway 
fuel cars must count against oper- 
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ator’s share of available system 
ears; Rail & River Coal Co vs B & 
O; July 4, p 57. 

Car Distribution: Fuel cars must _ be 
charged against mine in pro rata dis- 
tribution if it ships commercial coal; 
Traer vs C & A; May 2, p 6. 

Clinch Valley (Va.) Coal Fields to 
Eastern Points: Held that district is 
entitled to same eastbound rates as 
Pocahontas and Tug River, W. Va., 
districts; Raven Red Ash Coal Co et 
al vs Norf & West; March 21, p 28; 
March 28, p 18. 

Contract: Carrier must be free to con- 
tract for total output of mine if it 
so desires, but if it takes only part 
of output, mine is not entitled to 
share in pro rata distribution of cars 
if fuel coal requires more than its 
share; Royal Coal & Coke Co vs Sou 
Ry; Tenn Coal Co vs same; Miners- 
ville Coal Co vs same; May 2, p 2. 

Courts, Federal: International Coal 
Mining Co wins verdict against Penn- 
sylvania R R at Philadelphia for 
$12,013.51 on claims of overcharges 
on shipments of coal from Clearfield 
district; May 30, p 2. 

Differential: Held that, upon special 
facts of case, small vein coal from 
George’s Creek coal basin, Allegany 
County, Maryland, is entitled, when 
water borne, to same differential now 
accorded to mines on _ defendants’ 
lines in certain fields in Pennsylvania 
and West Virginia producing 
coal of similar quality and to which 
mines complainants’ small vein mines 
are intermediate; George’s Creek 
Basin Coal Co et al vs B & O et al; 
July 11, p 65. 

Fitting Cars: Held tnat an allowance 
made to the shipper to cover the cost 
of car door boards placed by shipper 
in stock cars to transport coal to be 
valid must be plainly stated in tariff; 
eae Fuel Co vs AT & S F; July 

» D 62. 

Goltry, Okla., from Weir and Midway, 
Kan.: Held that rates on slack coal 
should not exceed $1.50 per ton; Gen- 
i C RI & P et al; March 21, 
p 56. 

Hartford, Ark., to Kingfisher, Okla.: 
Held that present rate is not unrea- 
sonable; Haines vs C RI & P et al; 
March 21, p 25; Kingfisher Mill & 
Elevator Co vs C R I et al; 
March 21, p 27; Oklahoma Mill & 
Elevator Co vs C RI & P et al; 
March 21, p 27. 

Indiana: State commission holds that 
lower rates on railroad coal do not 
discriminate against nor affect the 
rates on commercial coai ana do not 
violate law; Feb. 15, p 7. 

Indiana: Manufacturers of South Bend 
and Mishawaka file complaint with 
state board alleging unreasonable 
rates on coal from Brazil and Linton 
districts; Nov. 21, p 59. 

Jellico, Tenn., to Augusta, Ga.: Held 
that rates are not unreasonable per 
se or when compared with rates from 
Alabama coal fields approximately 
equidistant from Augusta; Rice vs 
Georgia R R et al; July 4, p 51. 

Jellico, Tenn., to Charleston, S. C., via 
Augusta, Ga.: Held that competitive 
conditions render it permissible for 
carrier to make lower rates to 
Charleston than to Augusta; Rice vs 
Georgia R R et al; July 4, p 51. 

Lincoln, Neb.: Held that rates from 
southwestern points may be 15c a ton 
higher than to Omaha; Lincoln Com 
Club vs C RI & P et al; April 18, 


p_4. 

Missouri: State board rescinds 15 per 
cent reduction order; Jan. 11, p 10. 
Oklahoma and Arkansas Points. to 
Various Points: Held that rate from 
Coalgate, Lehigh and Phillips, Okla., 
to following destinations should not 


exceed: Lum Slack 
To— Coal. Coal. 
Stamford, Tex........... $2.65 $2.12 
Bay City, Tex...........3.10 2.48 
Edna, Tex........ Sevitee 3.10 2.48 

- Fort Lavaca, Tex....... 3.20 2.56 


Rosenberg, Tex.......... 3.00 2.40 
Beeville, Tex............ 3.35 2.68 
Navasota, Tex........... 2.65 2.12 
Brownsville, Tex....... . 3.60 2.88 
WA PR io ce eck sive 2.65 2.12 
San Angelo, Tex........ 3.10 2.48 
Somerville, Tex.......... 2.65 2.12 
Cmte TB 55k 6 Sc ot ts. eee 2.76 
Okla & Ark Coal Traf Bureau vs C 


RI & P et al; July 18, p 58. 
Oklahoma and Arkansas Points to 

Various Points: Held that rate on 

slack coal from Bokoshe, Williams, 
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Okla., and Dallas, Denman, Excelsior, 
Fidelity, Greenwood, Gunther No. 1, 
Gunther No. 2, Hackett, Harp, Hart- 
ford, Hoffman, Hoye, Midland, Mont- 
real, Patterson, Shaft No. 4, Arkan- 
sas, should not exceed to Livingston, 
Tex., $2.28; to Nacogdoches, Tex., 
$2.12; to Alexander, La., $2.12; to Col- 
fax, La., $2.12; to Gibbsland, La., 
$1.96; to Sibley, La., $1.96; to Jen- 
nings, La., $2.40; to Lafayette, La., 
$2.48, and to New Iberia, La., $2.48; 
Okla & Ark Coal Traf Bureau vs C 
RI& P et al; July 18, p 58. 

Oklahoma and Arkansas Points to 
Chestnut, La.: Held that rate from 
Bonanza, Hackett, Huntington, Jen- 
son, Montreal, Mansfield, Ark., Cam- 
eron, Caston, Cavanal, Poteau, Wister, 
Okla., to Chestnut, La., should not 
exceed $2.12 on slack coal; Okla & 
Ark Coal Traf Bureau vs C RI & P 
et al; July 18, p 58. 

Oklahoma and -Arkansas Points. to 
Various Points: Held that rate from 
Atoka, Coalgate, Lehigh and Midway, 
Okla., to following destinations should 





not exceed: Lump Slack 

To— Coal. Coal. 
PTE, on ctcecwowes $1.65 aaa 
Wes WOOP, POR. is cicnccs 1.65 atirdloas 
SESE, POM s sc siewcles ces 1.55 $1.24 
Wichita Falls, Tex...... 1.75 1.40 
Daingerfield, Tex. ....... 2.00 1.60 
Greenville, Tex.......... 1.35 1.08 
WRGO, "TOM. sci cce e. 2.25 600s 
2 a . . Sa 1.65 1.12 
BUI, 8 OR cece debe tos 2.00 ete’ 
Sweetwater, Tex......... 2.65 2.12 
Big Springs, Tex........ 2.85 2.28 
ae, ED. & Sc eo vcs wwe 3.60 2.88 
/ 3 | Ge > ee 2.00 eat aed 
Cheneyville, La.......... eee 2.28 
NL NE oo a aeeic. ce sane 1.75 1.40 
Chivens. TEE... 55. cees 2.25 1.80 
Brigweport, Tex... ..cccce 1.75 1.40 
Granem, "TOE... 6 sce sss 2.25 1.80 
Palestine, “Tex......0ies6 2.00 1.60 
COUR, REE. oo cis ce vies 3.20 2.56 
Singleton, Tex........... 2.65 2.12 
Co SS ee 2.25 1.80 
Mt. Pleasant, Tex....... 1.75 1.40 
Corsteatin, TOS. 2... .cciee 2.25 simaake 
Gatesville, Tex. ......... 2.45 1.96 
Merrvitlé, Tex. ..0 6.5.0. 3.35 2.68 
Corpus Christi, Tex..... 3.20 2.56 
emia Paes, . VE: 2.60.5. sé 2.88 
Groesbeck, Tex. ........ 2.25 1.80 
eee OES cece scéeasces 3.00 2.40 
POO Phe cae og essowe Ae 1.96 


Okla & Ark Coal Traf Bureau vs C 
RI & P et al; July 18, p 58. 


Oklahoma and Arkansas Points to 
Various Points: Held that rate on 
slack coal from Hartford, Mansfield, 
Ark., and Howe, Potter and Wister, 
Okla., should not exceed to Winfield, 
La., $2.12, and to Minden, La., $1.96; 
Okla & Ark Coal Traf Bureau vs C 
RI & P etal; July 18, p 58. 

Pittsburg, Kan., and Certain Colorado 
Points to Oklahoma Points: Held that 
rates are not unreasonable; State of 
— vs AT & S F; Nov. 28, 
p ‘ 

Rates per Ton-Mile: Statistics show 
Lehigh Valley and Philadelphia & 
Reading roads receive high rate on 
anthracite; Oct. 17, p 65. 

Reweighing: Held that charge of $2 
per car is not unreasonable, but held 
that correction in original weights 
and charges should be made when 
reweighing discloses a variation of 1 
per cent, with a minimum of 500 
pounds; Rice vs Georgia R R et al; 
July 4, p 51. 

Rugby, Colo., to Carmen, Okla.: Rep- 
aration allowed on account of mis- 
routing by carriers’ agent; Cedar Hill 
C & C Co vs Colo & Sou; Dec 19, p 


49. 

Superior, Wis., to Augusta, Wis.: Rates 
on hard coal fixed by state com- 
mission at $1.65 per ton; soft coal, 
$1.25; Superior to Rosedale, hard coal, 
$1.35; soft, $1.25; July 18, 89. 

Wyoming to Nebraska Points: Held 
that rates are unreasonable; Neb Ry 
Com vs Union Pac; April 18, p 1. 


COAT HOOKS, WIRE 


Classification: Held that classification 
of wire coat hooks in Official Classi- 
fication, when packed in cases L C L, 
is not unreasonable; Forest City 
Freight Bureau vs carriers in Official 
Classification territory; Feb. 15, p 3. 


COFFEE 


Import: Rates from Rio de Janeiro cut 
by ocean carriers; Oct. 24, p 59. 


COKE 


Amarillo, Tex., from Trinidad, Colo 
District: Held that rate should not 
exceed $2.90 per net ton on coke, CL; 
Amarillo Gas Co vs AT & S Fet aj: 
March 28, p 17. 2 


COLLECTION . 


Undercharges: Carriers must exhaust 
their legal remedies to collect under. 
charges from consignees; Bul 1-3 


COLORADO 


Courts, State: State Supreme court 
hands down decision in suit brought 
to test constitutionality of state com. 
mission law, holding that proceedings 
should not have been by quo war. 
ranto; June 6, p 8. 

Inquiries: State commission sends out 
letter to shippers asking them to re. 
port their experiences with railroads: 
July 4, p 72. , 

Tariff Posting Rules: State commis. 
mission issues regulations governing 
the posting of schedules for publie 
inspection; Oct. 24, p 60. 

Utterances: Ritter, state commissioner, 
in an interview declares that state 
board is not antagonistic to carriers’ 
interests; Dec. 12, p 61. 


COMBINATION RATES. See ‘‘Rates.” 
COMER, B. B., GOVERNOR, of Alabama, 


Cotton Rates: Criticizes advance jn: 
Oct. 10, p 53. 7 


COMMERCIAL CLUB, Fremont, Neb, 


Gives views On proposed freight rate 
changes in state, favoring a gradua} 
readjustment; March 28, p 22, 


COMMERCIAL EXCHANGE, Philadelphia, 


Uniform Bill of Lading: Opposed pb: 
board of directors; Aug. 22, 44, . 


COMMISSIONS 


Import Traffic: Granting by carriers 
of commission to persons acting as 
consignees on import traffic con- 
demned; Bul 1-7. ; 

Payment of: Carrier is prohibited from 
granting refunds or commissions to 
societies, associations or persons, but 
its agents may sell tickets of. aa- 
mission if such sales are not made 
contingent upon purchase of trans- 
portation ticket, or it may contribute 
to an entertainment at point upon its 
line provided such contribution is not 
contingent upon number of tickets 
sold or provided such contribution js 
not used in reducing regular published 
fares of such carrier; 15A-RS2. 


COMMUNIPAW-HARLEM_ RIVER 
ROUTE. (See ‘Harlem River-Com- 
munipaw Route.’’) 


SOCmETA TION TICKETS. See ‘Tick- 
ets. 


COMPANY MATERIAL 
Free Transportation: It is not unlaw- 
ful for carrier to return its own 
property free of charges to the manu- 
facturers thereof situated on its own 
line, for exchange or repair; Bul 1-22; 
Jan. 18, p 10. 


COMPLAINTS. See also “Bill of Com- 

plaints.’’ 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of .St. Louis, 
Mo., vs LL. & N (1432); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on adamant wall plaster, 
C L, between points on L & N; Feb. 
22, p 9. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of St. Louis, 
Mo., vsL S &M S et al (1431); alleging 
unreasonable rates on cement plaster, 

L, from Grand Rapids, Mich., to 
C F A, New England, eastern and in- 
terior eastern points; Feb. 22, p 9. 


Advance Thresher Co of Battle Creek, 
Mich., vs Orange & N W et al (1576); 
alleging unreasonable rates on C L of 
machinery . from Bancroft, Tex., to 
Crowley, La.; May 30, p 5. 

Agar Packing Co, The, of Des Moines, 
Ta., vs C Gt W et al (1769); alleging 
unreasonable rate on sweet  pickl 
meats, C L, from Des Moines, Ia., to 
Arkansas City, Kan.; Oct. 10, p 3. 

Alabama, Railroad Commission of, v8 
Cent of Ga et al (1931); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on cotton and arrange- 
— = compression of cotton; Dec. 

» P 2. 

Alabama, Railroad Commission of, V8 
L & N et al (1683); alleging unreason- 
able rates on classes and commodities 
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from Ohio and Mississippi River cross- Milling ‘Co and Washburn-Crosby Co 
ings and western points to points in of Buffalo vs N Y C & H R et al 
Alabama; Aug. 22, p 2, (1535); alleging unreasonable rates on 

Alexander, M. H., Co, The, of Cincin- flour, C L, from Buffalo to Boston, 
nati, O.. vs PC C & St L (1804); al- Providence and other New England 
leging i wane soaeen < side track a May 2, p 33; decided, July 25, 
into complainant’s plant; Oct. 24, p 3. p 48. 

Allen, J. H., & Co, of St. Paul, Minn., vs| Bartling Grain Co, The, of Nebraska 
CM & St P (1585); alleging unreason- City, Neb., vs Mo Pac (1948); alleging 
able rate on groceries from St. Paul, unreasonable rates on wheat and corn 

" Minn., 4 em, = ie and Het- from: Brock and ———- Neb., to St. 
tinger, N. D.; June lo, P so. Louis, Mo.; c. . ° 

American Creosote Works, Ltd., of New| parton Reising, Davis A, The, of Vin- 
Orleans, La., vs Ill Cent et al (1764); cent, Ark vs st L, I M & 3 (1745); 
alleging excessive car service charges alleging unreasonable rate on cotton 
at New Orleans; Oct. 10, p 3. : from Vincent to Memphis, Tenn.; Sept. 

American a tae — Ce es dive: 26, p 3. 
burg, Pa., vs Sou ac et >| Bayou City Rice Mills of Houston, Tex., 
pe overcharge on shipment of lum- ~ H & T C et al (1688); alleging un- 
ber from Paper Mills, Ore., to Queen reasonable rate on clean rice, C L, 
Junction, Pa.; May 16, p 17. from Houston, Tex., to Portland, Ore.;}. 

Ames, oe oe eee” vs — ~ p = ee ius liad 
Rutland R an M; alleging un- ayou ity ice ills, e, et al o 
reqsonable elevation charge on grain at} Houston, Tex., vs Tex & N O et al 
Ogdensburg, N. Y.; Aug. 22, p 1. (1707); alleging unreasonable rates on 

Anderson, Clayton & Co, of Oklahoma| rough rice, C L, from Texas and 
City, Okla.. vs C RI & P (1390); al- Louisiana points to Houston, Tex.; 
leging unreasonable compress rate at Sept. 12, p 2. : 
Oklahoma points; Jan. 18, p 17. Bedingfield & Co of Macon, Ga., vs Wis 

Anthony, William H., of Allentown, Pa.,| .Cent, C I & L and Sou Ry a; 
vs P & R et al (1537); alleging un- alleging unreasonable charge on Ss i. 

nable rates on otatoes rom “ 
reasonabl t D f ment of mineral water ang. © a ee 
Kempton, Pa., and rate points to Port — nes Wis., to Macon, Ga.; 
points taking game rates; May 2,"p 34; | Beekman. ‘Lbr “Co of Kansas, City, Mo., 
i ionel r : vs et a 2); 
complaint dismissed, Dec. 5, p 53. unreascnable rates on gum_ timber, 

Anthony Wholesale Grocery Co of An- C L, from Haskells, Ark., to Woodruff 
thony, Kan., vs * + & . F et al (1405); Mo.: Dec. 19 p2.- "7 : 
alleging unreasonable rates on commodi- =e . , > * 
ties from and to Anthony as compared — ss o a a chy. 
with rates from and to Wichita, Kan.; (1705); alleging unreasonable rate on 
Feb. 1, p 17; decided, June 13, p 19. . k.. to 

: tent pegs, C L, from Gleason, Ark., 

Arkansas Fuel Co of Kansas City, Mo., cas 

9). Dallas, Tex.; Sept. 5, p 2. : 
vs C M & St P (1492); reparation asked] Beekman Lumber Co of Kansas City, 
on shipment of hay that moved under Mo., vs St L S W (1691); alleging 
class rates, commodity rate having been illegal demurrage and switching charge 
in effect for some years previous and 


: on a car of lumber from Atlanta, La., 
having been restored since shipment to East St. Louis, Ill.; Aug. 29, p 2; 
moved; March 28, p 27. 


decided, Nov. 28, p 42. ‘ 
Associated Jobbers of Los Angeles vs A T| Beekman Lumber Co of Kansas City, 
& S F et al (1704); alleging unreason- 


Mo., vs St L S W (1690); alleging 
able switching charges at Los Angeles, unreasonable charge on four cars lum- 
Cal.; Sept. 5, p 2. ber from Thornton, Ark., to East St. 

Association of Union Made Garment Mfrs Louis, Ill.; Aug. 22, p 1; dismissed, 
of America vs C & N W et al (1728); Now. 28, p 42. , 
alleging unreasonable rates and classi-} Beekman Lumber Co of Kansas City, 
fication on cotton garments; Sept. 19, Mo., vs K C Sou (1940); alleging un- 
reasonable reconsignment charge on a 
car of lumber from De Ridder, La., to 
Ft. Smith, Ark.; Dec. 26, p 2. 

Beggs, Edwin, of Bates, Ill., vs Wabash 
(1909); alleging refusal to refund 
overcharge accruing on weight as as- 
sessed for cars of creee capacity 


































vs Pa Co et al (1772); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on scrap iron, L, 
from Freeport, Ill., to Wheatland, Pa.; 
Oct. 10, p 2. 

Brook-Rauch Mill & Elevator Co of Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark., vs Mo Pac (1597); al- 
leging unlawful rebates on interstate 
shipments of several thousand cars of 
grain and provisions granted to T. H. 
Bunch Co. a competittor, and discrim- 
—s against complainant; June 20, 
p 22. 

Browne Grain Co of McKinney, Tex., vs 
A T & §S F (1571); alleging unreason- 
able rate on C L of alfalfa hay from 
Denver, Colo., to Elizabeth, La.; May 
23, p 15. 

Bunch, T. H., Co and Merchants’ Freight 
Bureau of Little Rock, Ark., vs C RI 
& P et al (1392); alleging unreason- 
able rates on corn and corn products 
from points in Nebraska, Kansas and 
Oklahoma to Little Rock, Texarkana, 
Shreveport, Monroe and _ Alexandria; 
Jan. 18, p 17; decided, April 18, p 79. 

Butters Lumber Co of Boardman, N. C., 
vs A C L et al (1474); alleging tha 
through rate on lumber, C L, from 
Boardman to Pottsville and Schuylkill 
Haven, Pa., exceeds combination of 
locals and subsequent unreasonable ad- 
vance of one of the locals; March 14, 
p 9; decided, May 16, p 5. 

California Commercial Association of San 
Francisco, Cal., vs Wells, Fargo & Co 
Express (1916); alleging unreasonable 
merchandise rates between New York 
City and San Francisco; Dec. 5, p 2. 

Cambria Steel Co of Philadelphia, Pa., 
vs B & O (1633); alleging maintenance 
= ereeesnaree demurrage rules; July 

» Pil. 

Canadian Express Co of Montreal, Can., 
vs Wells, Fargo & Co Express (1488); 
alleging that defendants’ Sup 1, Clause 
32 and Sup 11 to ICC No. 1 are dis- 
criminatory against the complainant 
and detrimental to the public in that 
it increases the charge on packages of 
7 lbs or less; March 21, p 42. 

Carlins’, Thomas, Sons Co of Pittsburg, 
Pa. vs B & O (1941); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on machinery, » 
from Allegheny, Pa., to Victoria Mines, 
Ont.; Dec. 26, p 3. 

Carlisle Commission Co of Kansas City, 
Mo., vs C M & St P (1496); alleging 
unreasonable rate on shipment of hay 
from Kansas City to Stillwater, Minn.; 
April 4, p 21. = 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs C M & St P et al (1750); alleging 
unreasonable rate on one new car from 
St. Louis, Mo., to Tacoma, Wash.; Oct. 

































Pp 2. 

Aubrey & Semple of El Paso, Tex., vs 
GHe&S A et al (1903); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on cement, C L, from 
Galveston, Tex., to Guaymas, Sonora, 

in le oe na f Peoria, Il 
very g Co et al of Peoria, Ill., vs > 
AT & & F et al (1421); alleging un-| than ordered; Dec. 5, Po? pb. vs 
reasonable rates on agricultural imple-| P9"Si" pe §’s°M (1475); alleging’ un- 
ments and machinery, C L, from Peo- arial ti ted weight on plate 
ria, as compared with rates from ee ee es fr St eS a Minn 
Springfield, Canton and: Galva, IIl., to o> s aN D.. March 7 9 
Missouri ‘River points, intermediate] 5,10, POUR A* it Go’ of Benton) Harbor 
points and points beyond; Feb. 15,| Benton transl o_o we ; 

11. 


D Mich., vs Benton H-St J Ry & Light 
Badger, A. S., Co. of Chicago, Ill., vs| ©° (1872); alleging refusal of defend- 
Wabash (1408); same vs Guif & 


ant to unite with complainant in estab- 
S I (1409); alleging unreasonable ad- 


lishment of through = ns ome 
ee = : — on =e < — ek Meee sk vali isiedinc tate 

ssissipp alley an southeastern 7 iy 7 : 
points to Ohio River crossings when for Berthold & Jennings of St. Louis, Mo., 
beyond; Feb. 1, p 17. 


vs A Pos ot al se td ee ae 
reasonable rate on ilumber, » rom 
Bainbridge Board of Trade of Bainbridge, : la., to Chicago, Ill.; Oct. 
Ga. vwsLH& StL,.L& NandAcL| 3rcinom, Ala. t . 
(1477); alleging unreasonable class and| Binder’s Brewery Co of Renovo, Pa., 
commodity rates from St. Louis, Mo., vs P R R (1589); praying for order to 
to Bainbridge, as compared with rates| establish switch connection at Renovo, 
from St. Louis to Eufaula, Ala.; March Pa.; May 9, p 13. 
7, p 9. Black Mountain Coal Land Co, Ine. et 
Baker, J. E., of York, Pa., vs Cumb V al vs Sou Ry, Va & S W and Black 
et al (1399); alleging unreasonable rate Mountain (1381); alleging unjust car 
on crude limestone, C L, from Bunker| distribution .and unreasonable _ ccal 
Hill, W. Va., as compared with rates rates from Black Mountain district; 
from Martinsburg, W. Va., to furnaces Jan. 4, P 16. 
in Pittsburg districts; Jan. 25, p 11. Blankenship, John A., of Blackey, Va., 
Baker, J. E., of Bunker Hill, W. Va., vs Big Sandy & Cumberland and Norf 
vs Cumb Val et al (1573); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on crude limestone 


& W (1777); alleging unreasonable 

rates on classes and commodities from 

Fan Buber Hil i furnace points in oN W. Va., to Blackey, Va.; Oct. 
sburg and o districts; Ma 35 3 . 

p 16; decided, Dec. 12, p 47. - Blodgett, A. M.. of Kansas City, Mo., 

Ballou, Jay M., of Cortland, N. Y., vs 


vs aa oe F a ae wae 
DL & W (1828); alleging refusal to sonable rate on an iron receiving tan 
make delivery and accept shipments| {0m Kansas City, Mo., to Meridian, 
consigned to sidetrack; also unlawful 


Miss.; Sept. 26, p 2. 
controlling of anthracite coal business; | Bloome. J. C., & Co, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
ov. 7, D 


vs Wells, Fargo & Co Express (1636); 
Baltimore Chamber of Commerce, The,| 2/lesing non-obsetvance of routing in- 
vs P R R et al (1821); alleging un- 


wren: — 18, Pa : 4 Beate 

ue Valley Creamery Co an eatrice 
reasonable charges for handling grain : 
through elevators at Baltimore, M4d.; Cessmery Ue ve Si Cuer Ss &) (Ste: 
Nov. 14, p 2; defendant’s answer re- 


alleging unreasonable rates on milk 
viewed, Dec. 19, p 67. 


“and cream and asking adjustment of 
Banner Milling Co, Thornton & Chester 


» Pp 2. 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs C M & St P and Nor Pac (1534); 
asking reparation for charge of moving 
new car from St. Louis, Mo., to Ta- 
coma, in addition to freight rate on 
contents of car; May 2, p 33. 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs C M & St P et al (1708); alleging 
unreasonable rate on cooperage, C L, 
from Milwaukee, Wis., to Tacoma, 
Wash.; Sept. 12, p 2. 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs Nor Pac et al; alleging overcharge 
on shipment of cattle from Anaconda, 
Mont., to Tacoma, Wash.; May 9, p 13; 
decided, Dec. 12, p 48. 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs Sou Pac (1818); alleging unreason- 
able charges on sheep, C L, from points 
in California to Tacoma, Wash., re- 
sulting from furnishing single-deck cars 
when double-deck cars were ordered; 
Oct. 31, p 2. 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs Butte A & P (1662); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on cattle from Ana- 
— Mont., to Tacoma, Wash; Aug. 
» Pil. 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs O R & N and Nor Pac (1658); 
alleging misrouting twenty-four cars 
of cattle from Ontario, Ore., and 
Nampa, Ida., to Tacoma, Wash.: Aug. 


» P 2 . 

Carsten’s Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs O S L et al (1668); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on cattle, C L, from 
Nampa, Ida., and Ontario, Ore., to 
Tacoma, Wash.; Aug. 8, p 2. 

Cavers’ Elevator Co of Omaha, Neb., 
and Council Bluffs, Ia., vs Union Pac 
(1644); alleging discrimination and re- 
fusal of carrier to make allowance to 
elevators for the transfer of grain; 
July 18, p 2. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co and Huerfano 
Coal Co of Denver, Colo... vs A T & 
S F and. Colo & Sou (1516); alleging 


sqme; May 9, p 
unreasonable rates on coal from mines 


13. 
Bregman, L. I., & Co, of Chicago, Iil., 
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2 Colorado to numerous points; April 

p_ 29. 

Cedar Hili Coal & Coke Co of Denver, 
vs Colo & Sou (1536); alleging over- 
charge on a C L of coal from Rugby, 
Colo., to Carmen, Okla.; May 2, p 33; 
decided, Dec. 19, p 46. 

Cedar -Hill Coal & Coke Co of Denver, 
Colo., vs Colo & Sou and Mo Pac 
(1669); alleging unreasonable rates on 
coal, C L, from Rugby, Colo., to Pres- 
ton, Kah.; Aug. 8, p 2. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co of Denver, 
Colo., vs D & RG et al (1685); al- 
leging unreasonable rate on coal, C L, 
from Gordon Mines, Colo., to Sioux 
City, Ia.; Aug. 22, p 2. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co of Denver, 
Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1702); al- 
leging unreasonable rates on coal from 
mines in Colorado to points in Texas 
and New Mexico; Aug. 29, p 2 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co of Denver, 
Colo., vs Colo & Sou (1701); alleging 
unreasonable reconsigning charge on 
coal; Aug. 29, p 2 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co et al of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1756); 
alleging unreasonable rates on coal, 
C L, from points in the Walsenburg 
district — to stations on A T & § F; 

c 

Cedar Hil Coal & Coke Co et al of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1770); 
alleging unreasonable rates on coal, C 
L, from Walsenburg district to sta- 
tions on C B & Q; Oct. 10, p 2. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co et al of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1782); 
alleging ‘unreasonable rates on coal, 
C L, from mines in Walsenburg dis- 
trict of Colorado to stations on Mo 
Pac; Oct. 17 2. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co et al of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1787); 

‘ oleging unreasonable rates on coal, 

, from mines in Walsenburg dis- 
trict to stations on Union Pac; Oct. 


33; Pp 2. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co et al of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1788); 
alleging refusal to establish joint rates 
and through routes on coal, C L, from 
mines in Walsenburg district to sta- 
tions on Union Pac in Kansas; Oct. 


17, p. 2. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co et al of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1805- 
1806-1807); alleging unreasonable rates 
on coal, C L, from mines in Walsen- 
burg district to = on Rock Island 
lines; Oct. 2. 

Centerville Block Coal Co vs CB & Q 
(1391); alleging the furnishing of un- 
cléan stock cars for transportation of 
coal for domestie use; Jan. 18, p 17. 

Central Commercial Co of Chicago, IL., 
vs MJ & K C et al (1763); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on rosin, C , from 
Laurel, Miss., to Peoria, [ll.; Oct. 10, 


Pp 3. 

€ RRofN J, P & R and B & O vs 
N YN H & H (1400); alleging dis- 
crimination in refusing to afford facili- 
ties for interchange of traffic at Jersey 
City and Harlem terminals; Jan. 25, 


p 11. 

Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
Wis., vs Ill Cent et al (1614); alleging 
refusal of defendants to re-establish 
through rates on grain from stations 
on the Ill Cent in Iowa, Minnesota and 
South Dakota to Milwaukee, that ab- 
sence of said rates unduly favors Chi- 
cago and discriminates against Mil- 
ween: Chicago rates asked; July 4, 

















Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
Wis., vs C RI & P et al (1615); al- 
leging refusal of defendants to estab- 
lish through rates on grain from sta- 
tions on C RI & P in Iowa, Minnesota 
and South Dakota to Milwaukee, that 
absence of said rates be lene 
against complainant in favor of Chi 
cago; Chicago rates asked; July 4, p i. 

Channon, H., Co, of Chicago, mi., 

& MS and N YN H & 
(1946); alleging ee rate on 
old canvas bagging, L L, from Wor- 

cester, Mass., to Bhicago, Ill.; Dec. 26, 


Pp 2. 

Chanute Refining Co of Chanute, Kan., 
vs St LIM & S et al (1548); alleging 
unreasonable rate on crude oil from 
ore Okla., to Chanute, Kan.; May 


ciicdee “Association of Commerce of 
Chicage vs Pa Co et al (1564); al- 
leging unreasonable rates to points in 
eqermenetern territory; May 16, p 17. 
Cochran, C W., yams Co of Meridian, 
Miss., vs M J & K C et al (1749); al- 
leging SC ieadoatte rates on lumber, 
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C L, from Philadelphia, Miss., to Chi- 
cago, Ill.; Oct. 3, p 3. 

Coggins, M. O., & Co, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
vs St LIM & § (1681); alleging dis- 
regarding routing instructions and in- 
sufficient refrigeration; Aug. 22, p 2. 

Cohen, Michael, & Co, of New York City 
vs Sou Ry (1575); alleging unreasona- 
ble rate on marble from Long Island 
City, N. Y., to Shipman, Va.; May 30, 
Po. 

Colin & Goldberg of Nashville, Tenn., vs 
L & N (1469); alleging unreasonable 
rates on yellow "pine lumber, C L, from 
southern points to Ohio and Mississippi 
River crossings and points beyond; 
March 7 p 9. 

Commercial and Industrial Association of 
Union Springs, Ala., vs Cent of Ga 
(1393); alleging unreasonable rates on 
cotton from Andalusia, Ala., to Uniou 
Springs; Jan. 18, p 

Commercial Club of Johnson City, Tenn., 
vs B & O et al (1383); alleging un- 
reasonable rates from eastern cities via 
rail and water routes to Johnson City, 
as compared with rates to Bristol and 
Morristown, Tenn.; Jan. 4, p 17; de- 
cided, July 4, p 46. 

Commercial Coal Co of Detroit, Mich., 
vs B & O and Mich Cent (1567); al- 
leging overcharge on _ shipment of 
bituminous coal from Grafton, W. Va., 
to Kalamazoo, Mich.; May 93, p 15. 

Commercial Exchange of * philadelphia, 
Wm. F. Brey, as chairman of a com- 
mittee of, vs PRR, P& RandB&O 
(1892); alleging unreasonable storage 
charges on flour; Nov. 21, p 2. 

Connolly-Fanning Co, Desealzi Fruit Co, 
Crutchfield & Woodfolk, H. W. Kurtz, 
A. Schaub and S. Catanzaro Co of 
Pittsburg. Pa., vs P R R, and B & O 
(1914); alleging unreasonable rates on 
grapes, in barrels, ey eastern cities 
to Pittsburg; Dec. 

Contact Process Co of’ Buffalo, ww. ¥. we 
N YC & St L et al (1720); alleging 
unreasonable rate on_ sulphuric acid, 
C L, from Buffalo, N. Y., to Tulsa, 
Okla.; Sept. 12, p 2. 

Cook & Watkins of Boston, Mass., vs 
N Y N H & H and P R R (1810); 
alleging unreasonable rule relative to 
marking of L C L freight; Oct. 31, p 3. 

Cooper, O. A., & Sons, of Humboldt, 
Neb., vs CB & Q (1734); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on corn, C L, from 
Humboldt, Neb., to Atwood, Kan.; 


Sept. 4 %,* 

Council, O. . of Haverhill, Butler Ce., 
Kan., vs St L & S and Wabash 
(1910); alleging unreasonable rate on 
cattle from Haverhill, Kan., to East 
St. Louis, Ill.; Dec. 5, p 3. 

Covington Machine Co of "Covington, Va., 
vs C & O (1378); alleging unreasonable 
rate on coke, Cc L, from New River 
district to Covington; Jan. 4, 17. 

Cozart, Winfield F., of Atlantic City, 
N. J., vs Sou Ry (1718); alleging dis- 
crimination between whit 2 and col- 
ored passengers; Sept. 5, 3. 

Crampton, Ira E., & Son, of Gelina, Ohio, 
vs Cin ‘Nor (1651); alleging defendant 
carrier’s refusal to restore switch track 
connection with plant of complainant, 
asking for the track connection and 
for damages sustained; July 25, p 1. 

Crescent Lumber Co of Meridian, Miss., 
vs Sou Ry et al (1717); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on lumber, C L, from 
eee Ala., to Detroit, Mich.; Sept. 

’ p 

Crescent Lumber Co of Meridian, Miss., 
vs Ala & Vick et al (1748); alleging 
unreasonable rates on lumber, C L, 
from Hickory, Miss., to Ashland, Ohio; 


Oct. 3, B*. 

Crocker, of San Francisco, vs 
AT€&S Fr (1540); alleging unreason- 
able rate on shipment of paper cards 
from Chicago to San veer May 
9, p 14; a Dec. 19, p 4 

Crombie & Co of El Paso, Tex., vs 
GHé&S A et al (1584); alleging un- 
reasonable rate_on bananas, C L, from 
New Orleans, La., to El Paso, Tex.; 
June 13, p 32. 

Crombie & Co of El Paso, Tex., vs 
Tex & Pac (1591); alleging unreason- 
able rate on bananas from New Or- 
ber ay La., to El Paso, Tex.; June 13, 
p 32. 

a & Co of El Paso, Tex., vs 

GHe&S A et al (1584); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on bananas, C L, from 
New Orleans. La., to El Paso, Tex. ; 
June 13, p 32. 

Crowell Lumber & Grain Co of Omaha, 
Neb., vs Union Pac (1642); alleging 
refusal of carrier to make ‘allowance 
for elevation of grain; July 18, p 2. 

Crutchfield & Woolfolk of Pittsburg, Pa., 

vs L & N (1433); alleging unreasonable 





rates on_grapes, C L, from Peeweg 
Valley, Ky., to Pittsburg, Pa., when 
compared with rates from Louisville 
Ky., to same point; March 14, p 10, 


Custodis, Alphons, Chimney Construe. 
tion Co. of New York City vs PRR 
et al (1579); alleging overcharge on 
C L of stack material from, Sayreville, 
= io to Hopedale Siding, L. I; May 

» Do». 

Custodis, Alphons, Chimney Construe. 
tion Co of New York City vs Sou Ry 
and B & O (1926); alleging unreason. 
able rates on chimney brick, C L, from 
North Birmingham, Ala., to Washing. 
ton, D. C.; Dec. 19, p 2. 

Darbyshire- Marvin Iron & Machine Co 
of El Paso, Tex., vs El Paso & § W 
Co (1938); alleging unreasonable rate 
on scrap _iron, C L, from Douglas, 
Ariz., to El Paso, Tex.; ; Dec. 

Darling & Co of Chicago, A 26. Bal 
Fertilizer Co of Columbus, "E. Rauh 
& Sons Fertilizer Co., of Indianape 
Ind,, Jarecki Chemical’ Co of Cincinnati 
and Wuichet Fertilizer Co of Dayton, 
O., vs B & O et al (1609); alleging un. 
reasonable rate on phosphate rock from 
Tennesse points to points in C Pa 
territory; June 27, p 35. 

Davenport Commercial Club for T. W. 
McClelland Co of Davenport, Ia., yg 
Yazoo & M V et al (1838); alleging 
unreasonable rates on cypress lumber, 

L, from_ points in Mississippi to 
Davenport, Ia.; Nov. 14, p 2. 

Davis, William M., of Vineland, N. J., 
vs ‘West Jersey’ Express Co, United 
States Express Co and Adams Express 
Co (1555); alleging unreasonable rates 
on small animals shipped to labora- 
— for scientific purposes; May 16, 


peiee Chamber of Commerce of Day- 
ton, O., vs C M & St P et al (1700); 
alleging unreasonable rate On grease 
from Austin, Minn., to Dayton, Q,; 
Aug. 29, p 2. 
De Camp Bros. & Yule Iron, Coal & 
Coke Co of St. Louis, Mo., vs Sou Ry 
et al (1789); alleging unreasonable 
rate on pig iron, C L, from Sheffield, 
Ola., to Hutchinson, Kan., Oct. 17, p 2. 
Deeds & Manley vs COC C C & St L 
(1377); alleging unreasonable advance 
in vehicle rates from Connersville, Ind, 
to East St. Louis, Ill.; Jan. 4, p 17, 
Delray Salt Co of Detroit, Mich., vs Cc 
St P M & O et al (1797); alleging re- 
fusal to establish joint rates on salt, 
C L, from 7s Wis., to stations 
on M St P & S S M; Oct, 24, p 2. 
Deeves, Griffen H., Lumber Co of Chi- 
cago vs St LIM & S (1630); alleging 
unreasonable a on lumber, C L, 
from Poplar Bluff, —% to East St. 


Louis, Ill.; Sept. 19, 2. 

Dickerson, Edwin S., ‘of Philadelphia vs 
L & N et al (1706); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on _ phosphate rock, 
C L, from St. Blaise, Tenn., to Rid- 
diesburg, Pa.; Sept. 12, p 2. 

Douglas & Co of Cedar Rapids, Ia., vs 
Cc I& P, CB & Q and Ill Cent 
(1828); alleging unreasonable rates on 
corn and corn. starch to and from 
Cedar Rapids, Ia.; Nov. 7, p 2. 

Duluth & Iron Range, The, vs Cc st P 
M & O et al; alleging misrouting car 
of lumber, C L, from Ely, Minn., to 
St. Charles, Mo.: Oct. 10, p 3. 

Duluth Log.Co of Duluth, Minn., vs Min- 
nesota & International et al (1708); 
alleging unreasonable rate on_ poles, 
C_L, from Laporte, Minn., to Louis- 
ville, Ky.; Sept. 5, p 2. 

Duluth Log Co of Ppuluth, Minn., vs 
Minnesota & International et al (1754); 
alleging unreasonable rate on _ poles, 
c i From J anaete, Minn., to Lebanon, 

c ,.P 

Daleih Log Co of Duluth, Minn., vs C 
St P M & O and C & N W (1921); 
a unreasonable rate on poles 

er a Wis., to Winside, 
Neb.; Dec. 12, 2. 

Duluth Log Co Mf Duluth, Minn., 
Minnesota & International et al (i920) 
alleging unreasonable rates on oan 
from Laporte, en to Poplar Bluff, 
Mo.; Dec. 12, p 

Duncan, WwW. Ss. & "C0 et al of Atlanta, 
Ga., vs N C & St L et al (1698); 
alleging discriminatory rebilling privi- 
leges on grain and grain products at 
Ohio and Mississippi River crossings 
and related points to southeastern 
points; Aug. 29. p 2. 

du Pont, E. I. ae”. Nemonrs Powder Co 
of Wilmington. Del., R, &R 
and B & O (1410); Li RA. unreason- 
able advance in rates on imported 
nitrate of soda, L, .from Philadel- 
= Pa., to western points; Feb. 8, 
p 7. 
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East St Louis Walnut Co of East _St. Louis and Kansas City, Mo.; Jan. 18, 
Louis, Ill. vs Mo Pac and St L I M|_ p17. 

&_S (1480); alleging unreasonable rate} Ft Wayne Rolling Mill Co of Ft. Wayne, 
on logs from Newport, Ark., to East Ind. vs N Y C & St LandC & A 
St. Louis; March 14, p 9. (1383); alleging unreasonable rate on 

Bast St Louis Walnut Co of East St. bar iron, C L, from Ft. Wayne, Ind., 
Louis, Ill., vs St L S W of Tex (1481); to Joliet, Ill.; Jan. 4, p 17; decided 
alleging unreasonable rates on logs from Nov. 21, p 46. 

Arkansas to East St. Louis as_com-| Foster Lumber Co of Kansas City, Mo., 
pared with rates to St. Louis; March vs A T & S F et al (1677); alleging 

~1% p 9. unreasonable rate on lumber, C L, 

East St. Louis Walnut Co of East St. from Fostoria, Tex., to Melrose, N. M.; 
Louis, Ill.. vs CRI & P and 8tL& Aug. 15, p 1. 

S F (1482); alleging unreasonable rates| Franke Grain Co of Milwaukee, Wis., vs 
on walnut logs, C L, from Jackson- C M & St P (1507); alleging refusal 
port, Ark., to East St. Louis; March of defendant to grant plaintiff transit 
14, p 9; decided Dec. 5, p 52. account as authorized in road’s tariffs; 

Elk Coal Co_of Turner and Queen April 11, p 9. 

Shoals, . Va., vs Coal & Coke} Frankel Display Fixture Co of San Fran- 
Ry (1380); alleging unfair car distribu- cisco, Cal., vs C B & Q et al (1774); 
tion; Jan. 4, p 17. . alleging unreasonable rate on show- 

Elwood Grain Co of St. Joseph, Mo., vs| cases, C L, from Quincy, Ill., to San 
C Gt W and Wabash (1545); demand-| Francisco, Cal.; Oct. 10, p 3. 
ing payment of elevation charges de-| Frick-Reid Supply Co vs St L& SF 
spite letter from Commission to W. E.| (1629); alleging unreasonable rate on 
Pinckney, G F A of Great Western; sucker rods, C L, from Tiona, Pa., to 
May 9, p 14. Chelsea, Okla.; July 11, p 1. 

England, Chas., & Co of Baltimore, Md.,| Frick-Reid Supply Co of Bartlesville, 
vs B & O (1395); alleging undue prej- Okla., vs M K & T et al (1676); alleg- 
udice relative to payment of insurance ing unreasonable rate on pulling ma- 
and storage charges on grain to Balti-| chines, C L, from Van Buren, Ind., 
more from_ Manitowoc, Wis., via, lake| _to Bartlesville; Aug. 15, p 1. 
and rail; Jan. 18, p 17; decided June| Frick-Reid Supply Co of Bartlesville, 
13, p 10. Okla., vs Mo Pac et al (1854); alleg- 

Enterprise Coal Co of Spadra, Ark., vs} ing_ unreasonable rate on wire_ rope, 
Mo Pac et al (1729); alleging unreason- C L, from Pittsburg, Pa., to Tulsa, 
able rate on coal, C L, from Spadra, Okla.; Nov. 14, p 2. 

Ark., to Johnson City, Tenn.; Sept.| Frick-Reid Supply Co vs A T & S F 
19, p 2. (1928); alleging unreasonable rates on 

Enterprise Fuel Co of Baltimore, Md., wrought iron pipe, C L, from St. Louis, 
vs P R R et al (1587); alleging refusal Mo., to points in Oklahoma; Dec. 19, 
to establish joint rate from Alden 2 


s D 4. 
Colliery, Pa., to Hillen Station, Balti-| Gaines, Wesley J., et al vs S A L et al 
more, in connection with West Md; (1468); alleging discrimination in pas- 
June 138, Ne senger service, etc., against members 
Evans, O. E., & Co of Kansas City, Mo., of the African race: Feb. 29, p 12. 
vs A T & S F (1427); alleging unrea- | Gamble-Robinson Commission Co of Min- 
sonable weight On_ shipments of cab-| neapolis vs Nor Pac (1531); alleging 
bage, C L, from Brownsville, Tex., to| overcharge on shipment of apples from 
Kansas City; Feb. 22, p 9. Nooksack, Wash., to Minneapolis; 
Fain & Stamps of Atlanta, Ga., vs AC L May 2, p 33; decided Nov. 28, p 38. 
and Cent of Ga (1385); alleging unrea-| General Chemical Co of New York vs 
sonable — refrigeration charge on Pa Co et al (1904); alleging unreason- 
qrenges; Jan. 11, p 14; dismissed May| able rate on pyrites cinder ore, C_ L 


, P 3. Jan: 
Fairmont Creamery Co of Omaha, Neb., Se a 


Dec. 5, p 2. 
vs Pac Express Co (1387); allegin : 
refusal of carrier to issue bill of Isdine One Sa hak ek Cee ae 


vs Norf & West et al (1903); alleging 
ptt ha oe of empty cream unreasonable minimum weight on a 
Falk, oT” a te oe Memphis, Tenn., shipment of su de of iron from 


* 1 i, Va., d , N. J.; Dec. 
vs C RI & P (1765); alleging unrea- ty — bgp Pee sy! 


5, p 2. 
sonable rate on_cotton linters, C L,| General Chemical Co of New York, N. Y., 
from Malden, Mo., to Minneapolis,| vs Maine S S Co and Maine Cent 
Minn.; Oct. 10, p 3. (1895); alleging unreasonable rate on 
Fisk, Homer P., et al of Holyoke, Mass., alum, C L, from New York City to 
vs B & M (1590); alleging unreason. Basin Mills, Me.; Nov. 21, p 2. 
able rate on coal from Rotterdam] Georgia, The Railroad Commission of, vs 
Junction, Troy and Mechanicville, N. A CL et al (1727); alleging unreason- 
Y., to Holyoke, Mass.; June 13, p 33. able rates on classes B, C, D and F 
Flaccus, C. L., Glass Co of Tarentum, from Ohio and Mississippi River cross- 
Pa, vs CCC& StL, PCC & St L! ings to southeastern points; Sept. 19, 
and P R R (1462); alieging unreason- 2. 
able rate on lime, C L, from McVittys,| German Co, The, of Pittsburg, Pa., vs 
O., to Tarentum; Feb. 29; p 11; dis- NO &WN E (1945); alleging unreason- 
missed July 18, p 85. able demurrage charges on a car of 
Flint & Walling Mfg Co of Kendallville,} lumber from Ellisville, Miss., to Green- 
ville, Pa.; Dec. 26. p 2 


Ind., vs Grand R & I et al (1497); : 
alleging unreasonable rates on tanks,| Gilchrist, Henry M., of Bartlesville, 
Okla., vs L E & W et al (1943); allez- 


etc., from Kendallville to Gallatin, 

Tenn.; April 4, p 21; dismissed Nov. ing unreasonable rate on oil well sup- 
28, p 37. lies, C L, from Fishers, Ind., to 

Flint & Walling Mfg Co of Kendallville, artlesville, Okla.; Dec. 26, p 2. 

Ind, vs L S & M S et al (1498);| Godfrey, C. H., & Son of Benton Har- 
alleging unreasonable rates on tanks or, Mich., vs Tex Ark & La et al 
etc., from Kendallville to Beaver Dam, (1558); ‘alleging unreasonable rate on 
wis April 4, p 21; decided July 18, canned peaches from Atlanta, Tex., tw 


. Kansas City, Mo.; May 16, p 17. 
Florence Wagon Works of Florence,| Godfrey, C. H., & Son of Benton Har- 
Ala., vs Sou Ry (1641); alleging unrea- 


bor, Mich., vs Tex Ark & La et al; 
sonable rate on wagons from Florence alleging unreasonable rate on two car- 
to Morton, Miss.; July 18, 


p 2. loads of canned peaches from Atlanta, 
Florence Wagon Works of _ Florence, 


Tex., to Chicago, Ill.; May 23. p 15. 
Ala., vs Sou Ry (1640); alleging unrea-| Goff-Kirby Coal Co, The, of Cleveland, 
sonable rates on — from Florence O., vs Bess & L E (1721); aiepng: 
to Edwards, Miss.; July 18, p 2. unreasonable rates on cannel coal, C 
Florence Wagon Works of Florence, 
Ala., vs A C L, Georgia R R and L & 
N (1814); alleging unreasonable rate on 
wagons, C L, from Orangeburg, S. C., 
to Florence, Ala.; Oct. 31, £ 2. 
Florida Cotton Oil Co of Jacksonville, 
Fla., vs Cent of Ga (1659); alleging 
discriminatory rates on cottonseed, C 
L, from points in Georgia and Alabama 
to Jacksonville, Fla.; Aug. 1, p 2. 
Follmer, C. C., & Co of nd Rapids, 
Mich., vs Gt Nor et al (1595); alleging 
overcharge on shipment of lumber on 
account of misrouting; June 20, p 23. 
Forester Hall Box Co et al vs St L & 
8 F (1396); alleging unreasonable 
rates on m lumber, C L, from Gil- 
more, Se ick, Wise and Big Creek 
stations, Ark., to Memphis, Tenn., St. 


























of Denver, Colo., vs Colo Mid et al 
(1780); alleging refusal to establish 
joint rates and through routes on coal, . 
C L, from Cameo, Colo., to stations 
. S Land OR & N; Oct, 17, 
p 3. 

Grand Junction Mining & Fuel Co of 
Denver, Colo., vs Colo Mid et al (1755); 
alleging unreasonable rate on_ coal, 
C L, from Cameo and South Canon, 
Colo., to points on D & RG and San 
P Los A & S L in Utah; Oct. 3, p 3. 

Grand Rapids Plaster Co of Grand Rap- 
ids, Mich., vs Pere M et al (1619); 
alleging assessment of charges higher 
than those published on plaster, C L, 
from Grand Rapids to Houghton, 
Mich., July 4, p 2. 

Grand Rapids Plaster Co of Grand Rap- 
ids, Mich., vs Pere M (1620); alleging 
unreasonable rate on plaster from 
Grand Rapids to Milwaukee, Wis.; 
July 4, p 2; decided Dec. 5, p 51. 

Grant, M. R., of Meridian, Miss., vs Gulf 
& S I and Ill Cent; alleging unreason- 
able rate on lumber, C L, from Collins, 
Miss., ig Chicago Heights, Ill.; Aug. 


22, Pp 2. 
M. R., vs Ala & Vicks et al 


























Grant, 
1740); alleging unreasonable rate on 
portland cement, L, from Morton 
Forest and Meehans, Miss.; Oct. 17, 


p 4. 

Grant, M. R., of Meridian, Miss., vs Ala 
GS et al (1736); alleging unreasonable 
rates on yellow pine lumber, C L, from 
Meridian and Russell, Miss., to Terre 
Haute, Ind., St. Louis, Mo., and Ke- 
nosha, Wis.; Sept. 26, p 2. 

Grant, M. R., of Meridian, Miss., vs 
NO&N E et al (17387); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on lumber, C L, from 
Clifton, Miss., to Cincinnati, O.; Sept. 


, p > 
Greater Des Moines Committee, Inc., of 
Des Moines, Ia., vs C Gt W and the 
receivers thereof (1709); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on classes and com- 
modities, between Des Moines, Ia., and 
St. Joseph, Mo.; Sept. 5, p 2. 
Greater Des Moines Committee, Inc., vs 
C Gt W and K C Sou (1382); alleging 
unreasonable rates between_southwest- 
ern points and Des Moines, Ia., on lum- 
ber; Jan. 4, p 17; decided July 18, p 63. 
Green Bay Soap Co of Green Bay, is., 
vs C M & St P et al (1522); alleging 
unreasonable rates on raw tallow from 
Wisconsin and_ Michigan points to Chi- 
eet a 25, p 23; dismissed Dec. 
Gund, H., & Co vs C B & Q (1778); 
alleging maintenance of a discrimina- 
tory transfer and elevation arrange- 
ment at Nebraska City, Neb.; Oct. 17, 


p 3. 

Hafey, C. J., of Paola, Kan., vs St L & 
S F and Mo Pac (1553); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on crude petroleum, 
C L, from Paolo, Kan., to Kansas City, 
Kan.; May 16, p 17. 

Hailman, John, of Del Rio, Tenn., vs Sou 
Ry et al (1915); alleging unreasonable 
rates on lumber, C L, from Del Rio 
to Philadelphia, Pa., and points taking 
same rates; Dec. 5, p 3. 

Hanna, M. A., Coal Co of St. Paul, Minn.. 
vs Nor Pac and M St P & S SM 
(1598); alleging overcharge on several 
shipments of coal from Superior, Wis., 
to points in North and South Dakota; 
June 27, p 36. 

Hardenburg, Dolson & Gray of Auburn, 
Wash., vs Nor Pac (1551); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on hay from Portland, 
Ore., to Auburn; May 9, p 14; decided 
Dec, 12, p 49. 

Harlow Lumber Co of Hartford, Conn., 

vs A CL et al (1397); alleging uurea- 

sonable rates on lumber, C L, from 

Warsaw, N. C., to New York City, 

within free lighterage limits, recon- 

signed to Chappaqua, N. Y.; Jan. 25, 


p 11. 

Harron, Richard, & McCone of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., vs P C C & St L et al 
(1616); alleging that band saw ma- 
chines from Cincinnati, O., to San 
Francisco are entitled to machinery 
rate; July 4, p 2. 

Hartman Furniture & Carpet Co of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., vs Wis Cent (1837); 
alleging unreasonable rate on stoves, 
C L, from Fremont. O., to Minneapolis, 
Minn.; Nov. 14, p 2. 

Hartville Celery Growers’ Association of 
Hartville, O., vs Pac Express Co (1673); 
alleging unreasonable rate on celery 
from Hartville to Pittsburg, Pa.; Aug. 
15, p 1; dismissed Dec. 19, p 43. 

Harvest Kinhg Distilling Co of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs AT & 8S F et al (1594); 
alleging unreasonable storage charges 
on liquor in small shipments; June 18, 


L, from Annandale, Pa., to eastern and 
western ints; Sept 12, wR 2. 

Goodman oduce Co of El Paso, Tex., 
vs GH & SA (1592); alleging unrea- 
sonable rate on bananas, C L, from 
New Orleans, La., to El Paso, Tex.; 
June 13 P 33. . 

Gough, Richard, & Co of New York vs 
Til Cent (1533); alleging unreasonable 
charges on storage of brewers’ rice, 
anyones, at New Orleans; May 2, p 


33. 

Grand Junction Mining & Fuel Co et al of 
Denver, Colo., vs Colo Mid et al (1783); 
alleging refusal to establish “i 
routes and int rates on coal, C L, 
from mines in Colorado to stations on 
Sou Pac; Oct. 17, p 2. 

Grand Junction Mining & Fuel Co et al 
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Harvest King Distilling Co of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs A T & S F et al (1520). 
complaining of refusal of defendants to 
accept L C L shipments of intoxicating 
liquors consigned to Oklahoma points 
oo freight being prepaid; April 
8, p 29. 

Hayden & Westcott Lumber Co of Chi- 
cago, lll., vs Gulf & S I and Ill Cent 
(1711); alleging unreasonable rate on 
lumber, C L, from Mendenhall, Miss., 
to Chicago, Ill.; Sept 5, p 2; decided 
Nov. 28, p 44. 

Hayden & Westcott Lumber Co of Chi- 
cago, lll., vs Gulf & S I and Ill Cent 
(1712); alleging unreasonable rate on 
lumber, C L, trom Goss, Miss., to Chi- 
cago, fll.; Sept. 5, p 2; decided Nov. 
28, p 44. 

Hayden & Westcott Lumber Co of Chi- 
cago, Ill, vs Guif & S I and Ill Cent 
(1713); alleging unreasonable rate on 
lumber, C L, from Mendenhall, Miss., 
to Chicago, Ill.; Sept. 5, p 2; decided 
Nov. 28, p 44. 

Hayes, R. B., of Fairfax, S. D., vs C & 
N W and Mo Pac (1563); alleging ioss 
on shipment of potatoes because of 
carriers refusal to permit inspection; 
May 16, p 18. 

Heisler Co of St Marys, O., vs Toledo 
& O C (1577); alleging overcharge on 
four carloads of machinery from St. 
Marys to Waukegan, Ill.; May 30, p 3 

Hendrickson, C. D., Lumber Co of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., vs K C Sou et al (1908); 
alleging unreasonable rate on hardwood 
lumber, C L, from De Queén, Ark., to 
Memphis; Dec. 5, p 2. 

Herbeck-Denver Co, The, of Homesdale, 
Pa., vs B & O (1824); alleging that 
carrying 150 pounds of free baggage 
is in violation of act; Nov. 7, p 2. 

Hill & Webb of McKinney, Tex., vs M K 
& T and C RI & P (1812); alleging 
unreasonable rate on corn in _ shuck, 
C L, from Tupelo, Okla., to Forrest 
City, Ark.; Oct. 31, p 3. 

Hitchman Coal & Coke Co of Wheeling, 
W. Va., vs B & O et al (1473); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate on coal and un- 
just discrimination, allegations against 
Ohio Coal Traffic Association and rail- 
ee in Jackson County, O.; March 

» PY. 

Howard Supply Co of Philadelphia, Pa., 
.vs C & O and B & O (1596); alleging 
unreasonable rate on railroad crossties 
from points on C & O to Pittsburg, Pa.; 
June 20, p 23. 

Humbird Lumber Co., Ltd. of Sand 
Point, Idaho, vs Nor Pac and C B & Q 
(1581); alleging unreasonable charges 
on cedar fence posts from Humbird 
Spur, Idaho, to Basin, Wyo.; lumber 
from Kootenai Spur, Idaho, to Basin, 
Wyo.; cedar fence posts from Sagle, 
Idaho, to Garland, Wyo.; June 6, p 14. 

Hutchinson-McCandlish Coal Co of Read- 
ing, Pa., vs B & O et al (1689); alleg- 
ing unreasonable demurrage charges 
On coal on piers at St. George, 5S. L, 
N.-Y.; Aug. 22, p 2. 

Hydraulic Press Brick Co of St. Louis, 
Mo., vs Vandalia et al (1499); alleging 
unreasonable rates on pressed brick 
from Collinsville, Ill., to Galveston, 
Tex.; April 4, p 21. 

Illinois Collieries Co of Chicago vs C B 
& Q (1407); alleging unjust car dis- 
ae Feb. 1, p 17; dismissed July 


Indiana, Railroad Commission of, vs Ky 
& Ind Bridge & R R Co et al (1406); 
alleging that bridge company is not an 
independent corporation, but is owned 
by certain railroads; that local tariffs 
are discriminatory against shipments 
from points south of Ohio River des- 
tined to New Albany, Ind.; Feb. 1, p 17. 

Indianapolis Freight Bureau of Indianap- 
olis, Ind., vs P R R et al (1674); alleg- 
ing unreasonable and _ discriminatory 
,rates on coffee and sugar from New 
York City to Indianapolis, Ind.; Aug. 


15, p 2. 

Indianapolis Freight Bureau et al of In- 
dianapolis, Ind., vs Ill Cent and Ind 
Sou (1835); alleging unreasonable rates 
on coffee and sugar, C L, from New 
Orleans, La., to Indianapolis, Ind.; Nov. 


14, p 2. 

Ingham Lumber Co of Kansas City, Mo., 
vs St L & S F (1513); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on a shipment of lumber 
from Poteau, I. T., now Okla, to 

- Burke, 8. D.;’ April 11, p 9. 

Iola Fruit Co of Iola Kan., vs Mo Pac 
and Union Pac (1463); alleging unrea- 
sonable minimum ue t on apples, C 
b om Coman, Wash., to Iola; Feb. 

» P ll. : 

Iola Portland Cement Co, The, of Iola, 
Kan., vs A T & S F et al (1786); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate on portland ce- 








ment, C L, from Iola, Kan., to Kansas 
City, Mo.; Oct.. 17; Pp: 3. 

Iowa, Board of Railroad Commissioners 
of, vs Ill Cent (1666); alleging unrea- 
sonable passenger fare between Du- 
buque, Ila., and East Dubuque, I1!.; 
Aug. 8, p 1. 

Iowa Soap Co of Burlington, Ia., vs C B 
& Q et al (1917); alleging unreasonable 
rate on soap, C L, from Burlington to 
various points; Dec. 5, p 3. 

James & Graham Wagon Co of Chicago, 
Ill., vs M & O and Sou Ry (1833); al- 
leging unreasonable rate on wagon fel- 
loes, C L, from Brookville, Miss., to 
Memphis, Tenn.; Nov. 14, p 2. 

Jennison, W. J., Co, et al, of Minneapo- 
lis, Minn., vs Gt Nor et al (1949); al- 
leging unreasonable rates on flour, C 
L. fron» Minneapolis, Minn., to Atlantic 
seaboard for domestic or export; Déc. 
26, p 3; summary of complaint, Dec. 
26, P 43. 

Jones Bros. Co vs Cent Vt et al (1415 
and 1416); alleging unreasonable mini- 
mum weight on granite, C L, from 
Barre, Vt., to Bushwick Jct., L. L., 
a Feb. 8, p 6; decided, July 18, 
p 88. 

Jones Bros. Co vs Montpelier & W R 
and B & M (1414); alleging unreason- 
able minimum weight on granite from 
Barre, Vt., to Troy, N. Y.; Feb. 8, 
p 6; decided, July 11, p 76. 

Jones Bros. Co vs Montpelier & W R 
and B & M (1419); alleging unreason- 
able minimum weight on granite, C L, 
from Barre, Vt., to Springfield, Mass.; 
Feb. 8, p 7; decided, July 11, p 77. 

Jones Bros. Co vs Cent Vt et al (1417); 
alleging unreasonable minimum weight 
on granite. C L, from Barre, Vt., to 
Scranton, Pa.; Feb. 8 p 7; decided 
July 11, p 77. 

Jones Bros. Co of Boston, Mass., vs 
Montpelier & W R et al (1413 and 
1418); alleging unreasonable rate on 
granite, C L, from Barre, Vt., to Sagi- 
naw, Mich.; Feb. 8, p 6; decided July 
il, p 76. 

Jones, E. D., & Sons Co of Pittsfield, 
Mass., vs B & A et al (1548); alleging 
excessive rate on shipment of paper 
machinery from Pittsfield to Milli- 
nocket, Me.; May 9, p 14. 

Jones, G. W., Lumber Co of Appleton, 
Wis.. vs C & N W (1912); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on lumber, C L, from 
Wabeno, Wis., to points in Illinois and 
Iowa; Dec. 5, p 2. 

Joynes, H. W., of Pittsburg, Pa., vs P C 
Cc & St L (1612); claiming refund on 
car of red potatoes for failure to de- 
liver promptly; June 27, p 36. 

Joynes, H. W., of Pittsburg, Pa., vs P 
R. R (1611); claiming refund on cars 
of produce for failure to deliver 
promptly; June 27, p 36. 

Joynes, H. W., of Pittsburg, Pa., vs P 
R R (1693) and Wilbert, F., & Bro. 
et al of Pittsburg, Pa., vs P R R 
(1692); alleging unreasonable storage 
charges on produce; Aug. 29, p 2. 

Judith Cattle Co vs Gt Nor et al (1506); 
claiming reparation on shipments of 
cattle assessed $2 per car’ terminal 
charge at Chicago after Commission had 
established a charge of $1; April 11, 









p 9. 

Kansas City Hay Co and Carlisle Com- 
mission Co vs C M & St Dand CR 
I & P (1428); alleging unreasonable 
rates on hay, C L, from Kansas City, 
Mo., to points in Iowa taking Missis- 
sippi River, Peoria and Chicago rates; 
Feb. 22, p 9. 

Kansas City Hay Co of Kansas City, 
Mo., vs St L & S F (1430); alleging 
unreasonable reconsignment charge on 
hay shipments; Feb. 22, p 9. 

Kansas City Hay Dealers’ Assn vs Mo 
Pac et al (1435); alleging unreasonable 
minimum weight on hay. C L. from 
points in Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, 
Oklahoma and Arkansas to Kansas 
City. =: March 14, p 10; decided Dec. 

, p e 

Kansas City Portland Cement Co of 
Kansas City, Mo., vs AT & S Feet al 
(1625); alleging unreasonable rate on 
cement, C L, from Cement City to 
Kansas City, Mo.; July 4, p 2. 

Kansas City Transportation Bureau of 
the Commercial .Club of. Kansas City, 
Mo., vs A T & S F et al (1572); pray- 
ing for establishment of a differential 
of 2% cents under Omaha on grain 
destined to St. Louis proper and to all 
points beyond St. Louis except. to 
points located east of Mississippi 
River and north of Ohio, and 3% cent 


Keich, F., 


differential when destined to Cairo, 
Memphis and gulf ports, said differen. 
tial to apply on local and proportionaj 
business; May 23, p 15. 


Kansas City Trans Burgau of Commer. 


cial Club_and the Mercantile Club of 
Kansas City, Mo., and Kansas City 
Kan., vs A T & S F et al (1509); ai: 
leging unlawful adjustment of rates op 
grain; April 11, p 9. 


Katzmaier, J. M., of Kansas City, * 


M 
vs AT & S F et al (1682); alleging 
unreasonable weight on_ coal from 
mines in Oklahoma to Kansas City, 
age Aug. 22, p 2; decided Nov, 23 
p 40. 


Kaye & Carter Lbr Co of Minneapolis 
Minn., vs C M & St P (1586); asking 
refund for car stake weights on lum. 
a June 13, p 383; decided Dec, 19, 
p 48. 

Kehoe, T. M., & Co of Terre Haute, Ind, 
vs NC & St -L and Cent of Ga (1429); 
alleging unreasonable delay in deliver. 
ing shipment of hay, C L, from Nash. 
ville, Tenn., to Albany, Ga.; Feb. 22, 
p 9. 

Kehoe, T, M., & Co of Terre Haute, Ind, 
vs Vandalia (1423); alleging unreason. 
able advance in rates on hay, C IL, 
from MHagarstown, Altamont, Casey 
and Martinsville, Ill., to Evansville, 
Ind., and Cairo, Ill., when destined to 
southeastern points; Feb. 22, p 9, 


Keich, F., Mfg. Co of Nett}eton, Ark, 
vs SA & APand St LIM & S (1424); 
alleging unreasonable rates on cooper. 
age stock, C L, from Nettleton to Cor. 
pus Christi, Tex.; Feb. 22, p 9. 

Mfg. Co of Nettleon, Ark., vs 
St L & S F (1425); alleging unreason-. 
able rates on lumber and shingles, C L, 
from Nettleton to Koshkonong, Mo,; 
Feb. 22, p 9. 

Keich, F., Mfg. Co of Nettleton, Ark, 
vs St L & S M (1426); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on lumber and shingles, 
C L, from Lake City, Ark., to Kosh- 
konong, Mo.; Feb. 22. p % 

Kile & Morgan Co of Providence, R, f, 
vs Deepwater Ry et al (1613); allegin 
unreasonable charges on account oe 
misrouting; June 27, p 36. 

Kiser, M. C., Co et al of Atlanta, Ga., ws 
Cent of Ga et al (1733); alleging unrea- 
able rates on boots and shoes, any 
quantity, from eastern and _ western 
points to Atlanta, Ga.; Sept. 26, p 2. 

Kohlberg, M. S., & Co of San Francisco, 
Cal.. vs Wells, Fargo & Co Express 
1911); alleging unreasonable  mer- 
chandise rates between New York, 
a and San Francisco, Cal.; Dee. 5, 


p 8. 

Kurtz, Edward L., of New York, N. Y., 
vs Pa Co, P R R and Pullman Co 
(1898); refusal to honor a first class 
ticket in conjunction with a first class 
mileage book; Nov. 28, p 2. 

Laning-Harris Coal & Grain Co vs St 
Joe & GI (1422); alleging unreason- 
able rate on coal, C L, from Spring- 
field, Ill., to Leona, Kan.; Feb. 15, p 
11; decided, April 18, p 21. 

Laning-Harris Coal & Grain Co of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., vs St L & S F (1653); 
alleging excessive switching charges on 
hay, at Kansas City, Mo.; July 25, p 2 

Larsen, Wm., Canning Co of Green Bay, 
Wis., vs C & N W et al (1384); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate on canned goods 
from Green Bay, Wis., to Washing- 
ton C. H., O.: Jan. 11, p 15; dismissed 
April 11, p 2. 

La Salle & Bureau County R R of ta 
Salle, Ill, vs C & N W (1379); alleging 
unreasonable switching charges at La 
Salle, Ill.; Jan. 4, p 17; decided June 
13, pv 29. 

La Salle Paper Co of South Bend, Ind, 
vs Mich Cent, L S & M §S and Grand 
Trunk Western (1565); alleging unrea- 
sonable rate on paper stock from Chi- 
se. Ill., to South Bend; May 16, D 
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Latham Bros. of Lake Valley, N. M., vs 
A T & S F (1661); alleging unreason- 
able rates on wool in grease, C L, from 
Lake Valley, N. M., to Chicago, Ill; 
Aug. 1, p 2. \ 

Lazarri & Barton Co of New York City, 
vs Montpelier & W R et al (1420); 
alleging unreasonable minimum weight 
on granite, C L, from Barre, Vt... to 
Woodlawn, N. Y.; Feb. 8, p 7; decfted 
July 11, p 77. 

Lee-Warren Milling Co, The, of Saline, 
Kan., vs CRI & Pand StL&SF 
(1947); alleging unreasonable rate on 
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bran, C L, from Salina, Kan., to Hugo, 
Okla; Dec. 26, p 3. . 
Lincoln-Springfield Coal Co of Cnicago, 
fl, vs CM & St P et al (1752); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate on soft coal, C L, 
from Custer, Ill., to Webb, Ia.; Oct. 
3. 
any Bros. of Milwaukee, Wis., vs 
Mich Cent and C M & St P (1663); 
alleging unreasonable rates on boilers, 
L C L, from Kalamazoo, Mich., to 
“points in Wisconsin; Aug. 1, p 1. 
Lindsay Bros. of Milwaukee, Wis., vs 
Grand R & I and Ill Cent (1667); al- 
leging unreasonable rates on_ boilers, 
L C L, from Kalamazoo, Mich., to 
Woodford and Argyle, Wis.; Aug. 8, 


rates on commodities from Pacific coast 
terminals to Phoenix, Ariz.; Nov. 14, 


Pp 2. 

Marshall-Michel Grain Co of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs Mo Pac (1411); alleging 
unreasonable basis for milling in tran- 
sit of grain at Salina, Kan.; Feb. 8, 
p 7; decided June 13, p 24. 

Masurite Explosive Co of Masury, O., 
vs Norf & West and Pa Co (1925); al- 
leging unreasonable rates on masurite, 
C L, from Sharon, Pa., to Wilcoe, W. 
Va.; Dec. 12, p 2. 

Meeker, Henry E., of New York, N. Y,, 
vs Erie R R et al (1627); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on anthracite coal, 
C L, from mines in Pennsylvania to 


> e New York and New Jersey points; Jul 
Lindsay Bros. of Milwaukee, Wis., vs P y 


Grand R & I et al (1715); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on engines and _boil- 
ers, L C L, from Kalamazoo, Mich., to 
Mt. Horeb and Blue Mounds, Wis.; 
Sept. 12, p 2. : 

Lindsay Bros. of Milwaukee, Wis., vs 
B& O.S W et al (1767); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on vehicles from Law- 
renceburg, Ind., to Milwaukee, Wis.; 
Oct. 10, p 3. 

Lindsay Bros. of Milwaukee, Wis., vs 
LS&MSandC &N W (1816); al- 
leging unreasonable rate on steel tanks, 
set up, L C L, from Goshen, Ind., to 
Sheboygan and Sullivan, Wis.; Oct. 31, 
D 2. 

Long, G. B., & Co of Buffalo, N. Y., vs 
Internat Ry, Erie and P R R 
(1466); alleging unreasonabln rate and 
absence of through route on fruit, C L, 
between Newfane, N. Y.,and Pittsburg 
Pa.; March 7, p 9; dismissed July 4, 


63. 

Lowe & Robinson of Kansas City, Mo., 
vs CB & Q (1491); reparation asked on 
shipment of hay that moved under 
class rates, commodity rates having 
been in effect for some years previous 
and having been restored since ship- 
ment moved; March 28, p 27. 

MacGillis & Gibbs Co of Milwaukee, 
Wis., vs C RI & P (1707); alleging 
unreasonable rate on cedar posts, C L, 
from Chicago, Ill., to Brady, Tex.; 
Sept. 5, p 3. 

MacGillis & Gibbs Co, The, of Milwau- 
kee, Wis., vs C M & St P et al (1779); 
alleging unreasonable rate on cedar 
ties, C L, from Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., 
to Thiensville, Wis.; Oct. 17, p 3. 

McCaull-Dinsmore Co of Minneapolis vs 
C Gt W et al (1643); alleging misrout- 
ing shipments of grain from Farmers, 
Hastings and Brenner, Neb., to Chi- 
cago, lll.; July 18, p 2; decided Nov. 28, 


p 39. 

McCormick, Misses B. & F.. of Peru, 
Ill., vs C B & Q (1580); aileging re- 
fusal to install switch track; June 6, 
p 14; dismissed Dec. 19, p 51. 

Marble Falls Insulator Pin Co of -Marble 
Falls, Tex., vs H & T C et al (1617); 
alleging unreasonable rate on cedar in- 
sulator pins, C L, from Marble Falls 
to St. Louis, Mo.; combination rate 
via, McNeil, Tex., asked; July 4, p 2. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club of 
Maricopa County, Ariz... vs Wells, 
Fargo & Co Express (1526); alleging 
unreasonable rates between Phoenix, 
Tempe and Mesa, Ariz., and points in 
California, Texas, Colorado, Kansas, 
Missouri, Illinois, New York and Mas- 
sachusetts; May 2, p 33. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club of 
Phoenix, Ariz., vs Phoenix & Eastern 
et al (1795); ,alleging unreasonable 
rates between points on Santa Fe P 
& P and A T & S F and Mesa and 
Tempe, Ariz.; Oct. 17, p 3. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club of 
Phoenix, Ariz., vs Santa Fe P & P 
et al (1796); alleging unreasonable 
rates on classes and commodities from 
eastern and western points to Phoenix; 
Oct. 24, p. 2. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club of 

- Phoenix, Ariz., vs Santa Fe P & P 
et al (1794); alleging unreasonable 
rates on classes and commodities be- 
tween Phoenix and local points in Afi- 
zona, when used in combination with 

interstate rates; Oct. 24, p 2. 

‘Maricopa County Commercial Club of 
*Phoenix, Ariz., vs Maricopa & Phoe- 
nix et al (1793); alleging unreasonable 

_ Yates on classes and*commodities from 
El Paso, Tex., to Phoenix and points 
in Arizona; Oct. 24, p 2. - 

Maricopa County Commercial Club of 
Phoénix, Ariz., vs Sou Pac Co, A T & 
S F ef al (1230); alleging unreasonable 


» pl. 

Memphis Cotton Oil Co et al of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., vs Ill Cent and L & N 
(1790); alleging unreasonable rates on 
cottonseed oil from Memphis, Tenn., to 
— and western points; Oct. 17, 
p 3. 

Memphis Freight Bureau of Memphis, 
Tenn., vs K C Sou (1924); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on fruit, C L, from 
stations in Arkansas to Memphis, 
Tenn.; Dec. 12, p 2. 

Menefee, L. B., Lumber Co., Inc., of 
Houston, Tex., vs Tex & Pac et al 
(1672); alleging unreasonable rate on 
lumber, C L, from Lake Charles, La., 
to El Paso, Tex.; Aug. 15, p 2. 

Merchants Cotton Press & Storage Co 
and Gulf Compress Co of Memphis, 
Tenn., vs Ill Cent et al (1402); alleg- 
ing discrimination in favor of Mem- 
phis Warehouse Co; Jan. 25, p 11. 

Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little 
Rock, Ark., vs St LIM & §S et al 
(1709); alleging discriminatory rates on 
classes and commodities from Missis- 
sippi River crossings to Little Rock, 
Ark.; Sept. 12, p 2. 

Merle, A., Co of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
N Y C & H R et al (1618); alleging 
assessment of unreasonable rate on iron 
bed material from Rome, Zug 80 
San Francisco; July 4, p 2. 


Merrian & Holinquist To vs Union Pac 
(1785); refusing to pay elevation al- 
lowance at Omaha, Neb.; Oct. 17, p 3. 

Metropolitan Paving Brick Co et al vs 
Ann Arbor R R et al (1401); alleging 
unreasonable increase in rates on pav- 
ing brick, C L, from points in C F A 
territory to eastern points; March 14, 
p 10. 

Michigan Buggy Co of Kalamazoo, Mich., 
vs Grand R & I et al (1716); alleging 
unreasonable rate on vehicles, C L, 
from Kalamazoo, Mich., to St. Paul, 
linn.; Sept 12, p 2. 

Midland Mill & Elevator Co of Musko- 
gee, Okla., vs Kansas S W et al (1722); 
elieging refusal of defendant to estab- 
lish joint rates and through routes on 
grain and grain products, C L, from 
stations on Kansas S W to stations on 
K C Sou,M K & Tand M K &T of 
Tex.; Sept. 12, p 2. 

Milwaukee Falls Chair Co, The, of Graf- 
ton, Wis., vs C M & St P (1942); al- 
leging unreasonable rates on _ chairs 
from Grafton, Wis., to Chicago, IIl.; 
Dec. 26, p 2. 

Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co of 
West Minneapolis. Minn., vs C M & St 
Pand AT & S F (1659); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on machinery, C L, 
from Hopkins, Minn.,. to Abbyville, 
a Aug. 1, p 2; decided Nov. 28, 
p 43. 

Missouri Brokerage & Commission Co, 
The, of St. Louis, Mo., by C. H. Rode- 
haver, vs M K & T (1743); alleging 
unreasonable reshipping arrangement 
on hay at St. Louis, Mo.; Sept. 26, p 2. 

Moise Bros. Co of Santa Rosa, N. M., 
vs C RI & P et al (1557); alleging 
unreasonable class and commodity 
rates from Chicago, Rock Island, St. 
Louis, Kansas City, St. Joseph, Atchi- 
son, Leavenworth and Memphis com- 
mon points to Santa Rosa, N. M., as 
compared with rates to El Paso, Tex., 
and other points; May 16. p 18. 

Momsen, Gus, & Co. of El Paso, Tex., vs 
El Paso & S W (1583); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on corrugated iron 
from Newport, Ky., to Tombstone, 
Ariz.; June 13, p 33. 

Momsen, Gus, & Co of El Paso, Tex., vs 
Gila Val, Globe & Nor et al. (1524); 
alleging unreasonable rate on_corru- 
gated iron from Newport, Ky., to 
Globe, Ariz.; April 25, p 23; decided 
Dec. 19, p 52. 













Monroe Progressive League of Monroe, 
La., vs St LIM & §S and Ala & Vicks 
(1888); alleging unreasonable rates 
from western points, Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi River crossings to Monroe, as 
conipared with rates to New Orleans 
and Shreveport, La.; Jan. 18, p 17. 

Montague, W. W., & Co of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., vs A T & S F and Van- 
dalia R R (1936); alleging unreasona- 
ble minimum weight on wood mantels, 
C L, from Decatur, Ill., to San Fran- 
cisco; Dec. 19, p 2. m 

Montague, W. W., of San Francisco, Cal., 
vs AT & S F et al (1934-1935); alleg- 
ing unreasonable minimum weight on 
wood mantels, C L, from Chicago, IIlL., 
to San Francisco; Dec. 19, p 2. 

Montgomery Freight Bureau of . Mont- 
gomery, Ala., vs West Ry of Ala et al 
(1552); alleging unreasonable rates on 
fertilizer from Montgomery to points 
on MJ & K C; May 16, p 18. 

Montgomery Freight Bureau of Mont- 
gomery, Ala., vs West Ry of Ala et al 
(1493); alleging unreasonable rates on 
fertilizer, C L, from Montgomery to 
stations on N O & N E and Ala & 
Vicks as compared with rates to same 
points from Mobile and Birmingham, 
Ala.; rates on basis of Meridian, Miss., 
combination asked; March 28, p 27; de- 
cided July 11, p 71. 

Montgomery Freight Bureau of Mont- 
gomery, Ala., vs M & O and Sou Ryin 
Mississippi (1489); alleging unreason- 
able rates on _ fertilizer, C L, from 
Montgomery, Ala., to certain points in 
Mississippi; March 28, p 28; decided 
July 25, p 70. 

Morgan, A. P., Grain Co et al of At- 
lanta and other principal points in the 
state of Georgia vs A C L et al (1671); 
alleging unreasonable and prejudicial 
rates from Ohio and Mississippi River 
crossings and western points to At- 
lanta and other points in the state of 
Georgia; Aug. 8, p 1. 

Morse Produce Co of Granite Falls, Minn., 
vs C M & St P (1490); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on butter and eggs 
to Chicago, Ill., from Granite Falls as 
compared with rates from Pipestone, 
Minn.; March 28, p 28. 

Mountain Ice Co et al of Hoboken, N. J., 
vs DL & W (1529); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on ice and asking order 
for furnishing of regular ice cars in- 
stead of box cars; April 25, a 

Mountain Ice Co et al of Hoboken, N. J., 
vs DL & W et al (1549); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on ice from _ storage 
houses in Pennsylvania ang New Jersey 
to eastern and eastern interior points; 
May 9, p 14. 

Mountain Ice Co et al of Hoboken, N. J., 
vs Erie RR (1631); alleging unreason- 
able rates on ice from Pocono Mountain 
lakes to points on carrier’s line in 
New Jersey as compared with rates 
from points in New York to points in 
New Jersey; July 18, p 2. 

Mountain Ice Co et al of Hoboken, N. J, 
vs Erie et al (1632); alleging unreason- 
able rates on ice from points in Penn- 
sylvania to points in New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania and Delaware; 
July 18, p 2. 

Munroe, Geo. ., & Sons of Oswego, 
N. Y. vs* Mich Cent (1768); alleging 
unreasonable rate on wood ashes, C L, 
from Bay City, Mich., to Norfolk, Va.; 
Oct. 10, p 3. 

Nacogdoches & S E vs Houston E & W 
Texas et al (1696); alleging refusal of 
defendant carriers to allow a fair divi- 
sion of rates on lumber from noints on 
complainant’s line to junction points 
with other lines; Aug. 29, p 3. 

National Lumber Co of Los_ Angeles, 
Cal., vs San P Los A & S L (1897); 
alleging refusal of carrier to re-estab- 
lish yarding-in-transit rebate arrange- 
ment at Los Angeles; Nov. 28, p 2. 

National Paving Brick Manufacturers’ 
Association of Pittsburg, Pa., vs B & O 
et al, also C. W. Bullen, chairman Mid- 
dle States Freight Association (1530); 
complaining of alleged agreement of 
carriers to advance rates on brick and 
praying order to restrain same; May 2, 


p 33. 

National Petroleum Association of Cleve- 
land, O., and National Refining Co of 
Springfield, Ill., vs L & N (1574); alleg- 
ing defendant refuses to ship petroleum 
and its products, L C L, except on 
certain days of the week, while it 
accepts C L shipments any day and 
asking aor gy | ee 
of practice; y p 5. 

National Zinc Co of Bartlesville, Okla., 
vs StL & S F andM K & * (1639) ; 
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. alleging asséssing unreasonable weights 
on coal from Pittsburg, Kan., district 
to Bartlesville, Okla., on account of 
earrier furnishing cars not adapted to 
carrying coal; July 18, p 2. 

Naylor & Co of New York vs L V et al 
(1511); alleging unreasonable rate on 

yrites cinder, C L, from Buffalo, N. 
+ to eastern Pennsylvania points; 
April 11, p 9 

Nebraska-Iowa Grain Co, The, of Omaha 
Neb., vs Union Pac (1628); alleging un- 
reasonable switching charges at Omaha 
on grain and refusal of elevator allow- 
ance; July 11, p 2 

Nebraska, State Railway Commission of, 
vs Mo Pac (1403); alleging rates on 
wheat and corn from Cook, Burr and 
Dougias, Neb., to St. Louis, Mo., made 
on Omaha combination are excessive 
and asking that rates be made on Ne: 
on City, Neb., combination; Feb. 

» DP : 

Nevada, Railroad Commission of, vs Sou 
Pac and Nev & Cal; alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on commodities from 
various points to Reno, Nev.; Aug. 8, 


Pp 2. 

Newark Machine Co, The, of Newark, 
0., vs PCC & St L and B & O (1664); 
alleging unreasonable classification and 
minimum weight on clover hullers, C L, 
when for export; Aug. 1, p 2. 

Newton Gum Co of San Francisco, Cal., 
vs CB & Q et al (1773); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on showcases, ‘ 
from Quincy, Ill., to San Francisco, 
Cal.; Oct. 10, p 3. 

New York Hay Exchange Association of 
New York, N. Y., vs P R R (1461); 
alleging unreasonable track storage 
charges On hay; Feb. 29, p 11; decided 
July 11, p 41. 

Nicola Stone & Myers Co of Cleveland, 
O., vs L & N et al (1386); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on lumber from south- 
ern to Ohio River and northern points; 
Jan. 11, p 14; decided July 11, p 60. 

Noble, Wm. K., of Ft. Wayne, Ind., vs 
StL &S Fand L & N (1831); alleging 
unreasonable rates on coiled elm hoops, 

L, from Prairie Grove, Ark., to 
Nashville, Ill.; Nov. 7, p 2. 

Nollenberger, Carl, of Leadville, Colo., 
vs Nor Pac et al (1660); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on beer, in carloads, 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Leadville, Colo.; 
Aug. 1, p 1. 

North Bros. of Kansas City vs C M & 
St P et al (1532); alleging unreasonable 
rates On hay from Kansas City, when 
originating beyond, to Mississippi River 
ote Peoria, Ill, and Chicago; May 

p 


North Carolina, Corporation Commission 
of, vs Norf & West et al (1389); alleg- 
ing unreasonable class and commodity 
rates from western points and on coal 
from Bluefield, W. Va., to Durham and 
Winston-Salem, N. C.; Jan. 18, p 9; 
same, p 17; intervening petition of Vir- 
ginia cities filed, Feb. 15, p 60. 

North Dakota, State of, by F. O. Hell- 
strom, warden of State Penitentiary, of 
Bismarck, N. D., vs Nor Pac (1811); 
alleging unreasonable rate on sisal d 
hemp from Pacific Coast points to Bis- 
marck; Oct. 31, 2 3. 

Northern Coal & Coke Co, The, of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (1753); 
alleging refusal to establish through 
routes and joint rates on coal from 
Louisville, Colo., to stations on C R I 
P; Oct. 3, p 3. 

Northwestern Paving & Construction Co 
of Portland, Me., vs B & M and Maine 
Cent (1813); alleging unreasonable 
rates on broken stone from Salem, 
Mass., to Woodfords, Me.; Oct. 31, p 3. 

Nye, Schneider, Fowler Co of Fremont, 
Neb., vs C & N W et al (1483); alleg- 
ing carload minimum charged on ship- 
ment of oats from David City, Neb., 
to Colorado Springs, Colo., exceeded 
actual capacity of car; March 14, p 9. 

Nye, Schneider, Fowler Grain Co of 
Omaha, Neb., vs Union Pac (1775); 
alleging refusal of elevator allowance 
at Omaha, Neb.; Oct. 10, p 3. 

Ohio Face Brick Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Columbus, O., vs Ann Arbor 
et al (1528); alleging rates on brick 
based on a 22%-cent rate, Chicago to 
New York, are unreasonable and that 

oper a would be 16 cents; April 























» Pp 23. 
Old Dominion Copper Mints & Smelting 
& O et al 
unreasonable minimum 


Co of Globe, Ariz., vs 
(1838); allegi 
weights on shipments of coke; Nov. 14, 


2. 
Otlent tton Products Co 
City, Mo., vs 


Otis Elevator Co of New York, N. Y., vs 

Otis Elevator Co of New York, N. Y., vs 
N.¥ C€ 

Otis Elevator Co of New York, N. Y 

Otis Elevator Co of New York, N. Y., vs 

Ottumwa Brick & Construction Co vs 


Ottumwa Bridge Co of Ottumwa, Ia., 


p 
Ottumwa Bridge Co of Ottumwa, Ia., vs 


of Kansas 
C RI & P et al (1566); 
alleging unreasonable and unjust rates 


Og ee ee ea ne ne ne 


on cottonseed from Oklahoma points to 
Kansas City, Kan.; May 16, p 18. 












C Gt W et al (1908); alleging unrea- 
sonable rate on tee railS or elevator 
guides, C L, from Chicago, Ill., to 
Portland, Ore.; Dec. 5, p 3. 


& H R et al (1905); alleging 
unreasonable rate on elevator con- 
trollers from Yonkers, N. Y., to San 
Francisco, Cal.; Dec. 5, p 3 


vs Merchants’ Despatch et al (1900); 
alleging unreasonable rate on elevator 
controllers from Yonkers, N. Y., to San 
Francisco, Cal.; Dec. 5, p 3. 


C Gt W et al (1907); alleging unrea- 
sonable rate on tee rails or elevator 
guides, C L, from Chicago, IIl., to 
Portland, Ore.; Dec. 5, p 3. 


CM & St P (1485); alleging unreason- 
able switching charges at Ottumwa, 
Ia.; March 21, p 42. 


vs C RI & P (1471); alleging unrea- 

sonable rates on bridge and structurul 

iron from Ottumwa to Kansas City, 

i Feb. 29, p 12; dismissed July 4, 
54. 


Cc M & St P (1470); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on bridge and structural 
iron from Ottumwa to Kansas City, 
-; Feb 29, p 12; dismissed July 4, 


p 54. 

Ottumwa Commercial Association of Ot- 
tumwa, la., vsC B & Q, CM & St P, 
CRI & P and Wabash R R; alleging 
unreasonable rates from various points 
to Ottumwa and praying for a differen- 
cal over Burlington rate; April 18, 


ofvumwa Commercial Association of Ot- 
tumwa, Ia., vs C B & Q et al (1523); 
alleging unreasonable class and com- 
modity rates from Chicago and Peoria 
to Ottumwa as compared with rates to 
Muscatine, Burlington, Davenport and 
oo oe River points; April 
5, p 23. 

Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn of Spring- 
field, Mo., vs St L & S F et al (1464); 
alleging unreasonable rates on straw- 
berries from points in Missouri to west- 


ern and northwestern points; Mareh 


14, p 10. , 
Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn of Spring- 
field, Mo., vs St L & S F et al (1465); 


alleging unreasonable rates on peaches, 
C L, from points in Missouri to west- 
ern and northwestern points; March 


14, p 10. 


Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn of Spring- 
field, Mo., vs StL & S F et al (1510); 
alleging unreasonable rate on apples, 
Cc L, from points in Ozark region to 
Mississippi Valley, southeast Carolina 
territory and southeastern points; April 


11, 


Pp 9. 

Pacific Coast Jobbers & Mfrs’ Assn of 
San Francisco, Cal., vs Sou Pac and 
AT & S F (1649); alleging excessive 
switching charges at San Francisco, 


Cal.; July 25, p 2. 


p 28. 


Neb., vs C B & Q and 


points; March 14, p 9. 


able rate on 


leging un 
City, Mo.; Atgust 29, p 2 
City, Mo., vs CB & 


Palmer & Muller of Celina, O., vs L, E. 
& W. R. and B & O (1508); alleging 
unreasonable rate on corn, C L, from 
Celina to Johnstown, Pa.; April fi, p 


10. 

Paola Refining Co of Paola, Kan., vs 
M K & T (1494); alleging unreasona- 
ble rate on oil, C L, from Paola to 
Boonville and Holden, Mo.; March 28, 


Paola Refining Co of Paola, Kan., vs St 
L & S F (1939); alleging unreasonable 
rate on oil, T L, from Paola, Kan., to 
Springfield and Joplin, Mo.; Dec. 26, 


p 2. 
Paxton & Vierllfig Iron Works of Omaha, 
C&N W (1479; 
alleging unreasonable rates on_struc- 
tural iron, C L, from Omaha, Neb., to 
Deadwood, Lead and Hot Springs, S. 
D., as compared with rates from Pitts- 
burg, Chicago and St. Louis to same 


Payne, D. M., of El Paso, Tex., vs G H 

& S A et al (1589): ‘alleging unreason- 
bananas from New Or- 
leans, Ca., to El Paso, Tex.; June 13, 


p 32. 
Penrod Walnut & Veneer Co of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs St L & S F (1697); al- 
mable rates on logs, C L, 
from poin in Oklahoma to Kansas 


Penrod Walnut & Veneer Co of Kansas 
et al (1746); 


alleging assessment of 3c per 100 Ibs 
more for shipment of walnut lumber 
than for other grades is unjust ang 
unreasonable; Sept 26, p 2. 


Penrod Walnut & Veneer Co of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs C B & Q et al (1733); 
alleging unreasonable classifications of 
walnut veneer; Sept. 26, p 2. * 


Percy Kent Co, Regal Sack Co, John T, 
Bailey Co and E. S, Halsted & Co yg 
N Y¥ C & H R et al (1547); alleging 
unreasonable rates on imported burla; 
from New York and Philadelphia to 
Chicago; May 9, p 14. 

Phillips, Arthur S§S., of Fall River, Mass., 
vs New York & Boston Despatch Ex. 
press Co (1578); alleging unreasonable 
express rates on packages of 109 
pounds or more from Boston, Mass., to 
Bristol Ferry, R. I.; May 30 

Pilant, Wm. im 
AT & S F et al (1626); alleging up. 
reasonable rate on beer from Milwau- 
kee, Wis., to Roswell, N. M.; July 11, 


of Roswell, N. M., vs 


p 2. 

Pillsbury-Washburn Flour Mill Co, Ltd, 
by Albert C. Loring, Chas. S. Pills- 
bury and Albert C. Cobb, receivers, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., vs Gt Nor (1719); 
alleging unreasonable rate on wheat 
and flour between Anoka, Minn., and 
Minneapolis, Minn.; Sept 12, p 2. 

Place, J. B., of Boulder, Colo., vs T p 
& W et al (1900); alleging unreason- 
able rate on emigrant movables, C L, 
from — Harpe, Ill., to Boulder; Dee 


5, p 3. 
Planters Gin & Compress Co and §, 5, 
Dudley & Co of Hermanville, Miss., vs 


Yazoo & M V (1478); alleging discrim- 
ination on compressed cotton rates to 
Hermanville in favor of Port Gibson; 
March 14, p 10. 


Platten a Co of Green Bay, Wis,, 


vs C M St P, Wabash and §&t 
LIM &§ (1518); alleging overcharge 
on mixed carload of cabbage, potatoes 
and onions from Green Bay to Poplar 
Bluff, Mo.; April 18, p 30; dismissef 
Nov. 21, p 46. 


Platten Produce Co of Green Bay, Wis., 


vs C& N W, CI & L and Norf & 
West (1517); alleging overcharge on 
shipment of cabbage from De Pere, 
Wis., to Roanoke, Va.; April 18, a 


Platten Produce Co of Green Bay, 


vs C & N W, Erie, Norf & West 
and Hocking V (1519); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on shipment of cabbage 
from De Pere, Wis., to Roanoke, Va; 
April 18, p 30. 


Preston, Albert, of Washington, D. C,, 


vs C & O (1718); alleging unreason- 
able rate on chestnut crossties from 
Vanceburg, Ky., to Baltimore, Md; 
Oct. 31, p 2 


Prime Lumber Co of Meridian, Miss., vs 


MJ& KC et al (1741); alleging un- 

reasonable rate on lumber, C L, from 

se Miss., to Cairo, Ill.; Sept. 
, Po». 


Prime Lumber Co vs Ala G S et al 


(1742); alleging unfeasonable rate on 
Portland cement, C L, from Cuba, Ala. 
and Toomsuba, Miss.; Oct. 17, p 4. 


Prime Lumber Co vs M & O et dl 


(1739); alleging unreasonable rate on 
Portland cement, C L, from Meridian, 
Miss.; Oct 17, p 4 


Prime Lumber Co of Meridian, Miss., v8 


Ala & Vick et al (1738); alleging un- 
reasonable rates on yellow pine lumber, 
C L, from Hickory, Miss., to points 
north of the Ohio River; Oct. 17, p 3. 


Prime Lumber Co of Meridian, Miss., vs 


NO&N E, M & O, Ala G §S and 
CN O&T P (1819); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on lumber, C L. from 
points in Mississippi to pojnts north of 
Ohio River; Oct. 31, p 


3. 
Quinby, S. S., et al of Washington 


County, Maine, vs Maine Cent et al 
(1757); alleging violation of decision 
of Interstate Commerce Commission in 
case 1293; Oct. 3, p 3. 


Receivers and Shippers’ Assn of Cincin- 


nati, O., vs C N O & T P and Sou 
Rys; alleging unreasonable class_rates 
from Cincinnati to Chattanooga, Tenn., 
as compared with rates from Richmoné4, 
Va.; May 9, 14. 


p 
Reddick, William A., of Niles, Mich., V8 


Mich Cent (1556); alleging unreason- 
able rate on wire flesh forks, from Niles 
; May 16, p 18 


to Chicago ‘ 
Reddick, William A., of Niles, Mich., V8 


Mich Cent (1829); alleging unreasonable 
rates on animal or mole traps 

-— Mich., to Chicago, Ill.; Nov. 7 
p 2. 
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Red Wing Linseed Oil Co of Red Wing, 
Minn., vs C M & St P (1896); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate on flaxseed from 
Britton, S. D., to Red Wing, Minn.; 
Nov. 28, p 2. 

Reed, J. W., of Ida Grove, Ia., vs C M 
& St P (1404); alleging unreasonable 
minimum weights on cattle in 36 ft. 
cars from Strathmora, Alberta, to U. 
S. Yards, Chicago, fll.; Feb. 1, p 17. 

Zeutz Bros., Inc., vs C B & Q et al 
(1434); alleging refusal to provide far 
transportation of bullion sweepings be- 
tween Minnesota and Rhode Island 
points; March 14, p 10. 

Riverside Mills of Augusta, Ga., vs Geor- 
gia R R et al (1622); Same vs Cent of 
Ga et al (1623); Same vs A C L et al 
(1624); alleging unreasonable rates on 
cotton waste to eastern and western 
points and on cotton factory sweepings, 
motes and ecard strippings, C L, to 
eastern cities from Augusta and from 
southern mills to Augusta; July 4, p 2. 

Roper Lumber-Cedar Co, The, of Me- 
nominee, Mich., vs C & N W (1798- 
1799-1800-1801-1802); alleging excessive 
rates on lumber, C If, from and to 
Menominee, Mich.; Oct 24, p 3. 

Rosenbaum, J., Grain Co of Chicago, IIl., 
vs M K &T et al (1771); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on wheat, C L, from| 
Kansas City, Mo., to Galveston, Tex., | 
for export; Oct. 10, p 2. | 

Royal Brewing Co of Kansas City, Mo.., | 
vs Adams, American, United States and} 
Wells, Fargo & Co Express companies | 
(1504); complaining of companies’ re- | 
fusal to carry C O D shipments of | 
intoxicating liquor when consigned to); 
prohibition states; April 11, p 10. 

Saginaw Board of Trade of Saginaw, | 
Mich., and Flint Improvement League’ 
of Flint, Mich., vs Grand Trunk et al! 
(1898); alleging unfair group relation} 
to Atlantic Coast territory; Jan. 25.) 

a3. 

siemeen Bros. & Co of New York, N. Y.,| 
vs NO & WN E (1484); alleging unrea-| 
sonable rate on eotton linters from} 
Meridian, Miss.. to New Orleans, La.;} 
March 14, p 10. 

Saunders,, E. E., & Co. of Pensacola, | 
Fla., vs Sou Express Co (1621); alleg-| 
ing unreasonable rates on fresh fish 
from Pensacola to points in Alabama; | 
July 4, p 2. : 

Seott, David, of Detroit, Mich., vs Mich 
Cent et al (1803); alleging unreasonable 
rates on flour, C L, from Detroit, Mich., 
to Portland, Me.; Oct. 24, p 2. 

Scully Steel & Iron Co of Chicago, Iil., 
vs LS & MS and CM & St P; alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate on steel, C L, 
from Buffalo, N. Y., to Watertown, 
Wis.; Dec. 5, p 3. 

Shippers’ and Receivers’ Bureau of New- 
ark, N. J.. vs N Y O & W (1708); 
alleging unreasonable rates on_ stone, 
Cc L, from East Branch, N. Y., to 
Weehawken, N. J.; Sept. 5, p 2. 

Shreveport Traffic Association of Shreve- 
port, La., vs Houston & Shreveport et 
al (1670); alleging unreasonable mini- 
mum charge between Texas points and 
Shreveport, La.; Aug. 8, p 2. 

Shreveport Traffic Association of Shreve- 
port, La., vs Vicks S & Pac et ail 
(1687); alleging unreasonable rates on 
classes and commodities from Shreve- 
port, La., to Magnolia, Ark.; Aug. 22, 

9 


Sligo Iron Store Co of St. Louis, Mo., 
vs A T & S F (1735); alleging unrea- 
sonable rate on coal from Chicago, Ill., 
to Portales. N. M.; Sept. 26, p 3. 

Slimmer & Thomas of South St. Paul, 
Minn., vs C St P M & O et al (1636); 
alleging unreasonable rates on live 
stock, C IL, from South St. Paul to 
points in South Dakota; July 11, p 2; 
decided Nov. 28, p 38. 

Slimmer & Thomas of South St. Paul, 
Minn., vs Pa Co et al (1944); alleging 
unreasonable charges on shipments of 
cattle, hogs, sheep, etec., from South 
St. Paul, Minn., to Philadelphia, Pa., 
and from Hammond, Ind., to Lancasier, 
Pa.; Dee. 26, p 2. 


Smith Bros. Grain Co of Ft. Worth, 


Tex., vs Mo Pac, St L I M & § and 
St L S W of Tex (1521); alleging un- 


reasonable rate on shipment of hay 


from Olney Springs, Colo., to Warsaw, 
Tex.; April 18, p 30. 

Smith, Mose, & Co of Berryville, Ark., 
vs Mo & Nor Ark et al (1686); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate on eggs. C L, 
me — Ark., to Chicago, Ill.; Aug. 
oa, p . 


Snook & James of Seminole, Okla., vs 


AT &S FandC RI & P (1815): alleg- 
Ing unreasonable 













rate on split oak 


TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN FOR 


fence posts, C L, from Asher, Okia., 
to St. Vrain, N. M.; Oct. 31, p Zz. 

vs S A L (1784); alleging unreason- 
able rate on cottonseed oil, C L, trom) 
Lumberton, N. C., to Savannah, Ua.; 
Oct. 17, p 3. 

Southern Kansas Millers’ Commercial 
Club of Wichita, Kan., vs A T&S F 
et al (1762); alleging unreasonable 
rates on grain from stations in Kansas | 
te stations in Oklahoma; Oct. 10, p 3. 

Southern Kansas Millers’ Commercial 
Club of Wichita, Kan., vs C RI & P 
et al (1761); alleging unreasonable rates 
on grain from stations in Kansas to 
Memphis territory; Oct. 10, p 3. 

Southern Kansas Millers’ Commercial 
Club of Wichita, Kan., vs AT & S F) 
(1760); alleging unreasonable rates on} 
grain products from stations in Okla- 
homa to Kansas .City, Mo.; Oct. 10, 





p 3. 

Standard Lime & Stone Co and Wash- 
ington Building Lime Co of Baltimore, | 
Md., vs Cumb V et al (1650); alleging 
discriminatory rates on lime and lime- | 
stone from West Virginia kilns to in-| 
terior eastern points; July 25, p 2. | 

Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal Co| 
of Kansas City, Mo., vs St L 8S W 
et al (1684); alleging unreasonable rate 
on cottonseed cake, C L, from Shreve- | 
port, La., to Leon, Kan.; Aug. 22, p 23} 
decided Nov. 28, p 41. 

Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal Co; 
of Kansas City. Mo., vs C M & St P|! 
and Mo Pac (1710); alleging unreason.- | 
able rate on oil meal from Minne- 
apolis, Minn., to Milo, Mo.; Sept. 34 | 
p 2. 


| Stone-Ordean-Wells Co of Duluth, Minn.. 


vs Nor Pac and Sou Pac (1923);! 


alleging unreasonable. rate on_ dried} 
fruit trom Fresno, Cal., to Billings. | 


Mont.; Dec. 12, p 2. 
Stone-Ordean-Weils Co of Duluth, Minn., | 
vs Nor Pac and Sou Pac (1922); 
alleging ‘unreasonable rate on dried 
fruit, C L, from Fresno, Cal., to Boze- 
man, Mont.; Dec. 12, p 2 


Sunnyside Coal Mining Co, The, of Den- | 
ver, Colo., vs D & RGand CB &€& Q| 
1832); alleging unreasonable demurrage | 
charges on carload of coal from Strong. 
Colo., to Lincolm, Neb., reconsigned at 
Milford, Neb.; Nov. 7, p 2. 

Sun River Stock & Land €o vs Gt Nor 
et ai (1505); claiming reparation be- 
cause shipments of cattle were assessed 
terminal charges of $2 per car at Chi- 
cago when commission had ordered $1 
charge; April 11, p 10. 

Superior Refining Co of Longton, Kan.. 
vs St LIM & §S et al (1546); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rates on crude oil 
from Watova, Okla., to Longton, Kan.; 
May, 9, p 14. 

Swift & Co vs Tex & Pac et al (1751): 
alleging unreasonable rate on_ fresh 
meat, C L, from Ft. Worth, Tex., to 
Rocky Mount, N. C.; Oct. 3, p 3. 

Swift & Co of Chicago, Ill., vs C & A 
(1791); alleging unreasonable icing 
charges on dressed poultry and dairy 
products; Oct. 17, p 38. 

Swift & Co of Chicago, Ill.. vs C & A 
(1792); alleging unreasonable rate on 
live poultry, C IL, from Higginsville. 
Mo., to Chicago, Ill.; Oct. 17, p 3. 

Swift Fertilizer Works of Chicago, Ifl., 


tion of demurrage charges on 33 cars 
of fertilizer material from Charleston, 
S. C., to Wilmington, N. C., was un- 
lawful; June 27, p 36. 

Sylvester, R. A.. of Pottsville, Pa., vs P 
R R and A C L (1525): alleging un- 
reasonable rates on oranges from points 
in Florida to Pottsville, Pa.; April 25, 


p 23. 

Taylor, Osear P., of Muskogee, Okla., vs 
Mo Pac; alleging unreasonable rate on 
lumber, C L, from Atkins, Ark., to 
Braggs, Okla.; July 25. p 2. 

Tavntor, C E.. Granite Co of New York. 
N. Y., vs Montpelier & W R et al 
(1412); alleging unreasonable minimum 
weight on granite, C J., from Barre, 
Vt., to Lestershire, N. Y.; Feb. 8, p 6; 
decided July 11, p 75. 


unreasonable rates on 
cotton from points in western Tennes- 
see to Boston, Mass., and 
eastern points; Nov. 28, p 2 


& S F et al (1675): alleging unreason- 


points to Texas points: Aug. 15, p 2. 
Thatcher Manufacturing Co of Kane, Pa.. 

vs NYC & HR and P R R (18914); 

alleging unreasonable rate on glass cul- 


Tully, W. A 


Tie, “2 










vs A C L (1599); alleging that collec- |: 


Tennessee, Railroad Commission of, vs 
Ann Arbor R R et al (1899); alleging 
uncompressed 


to other 
Texas, Railroad Commission ‘of, vs A T 


able rates on classes and commodities 
from Mississippi and Missouri River} Wakita Coal & Lumber Co of Wakita, 


1908. 


let from 60th St., New York City, to 
Kune; Nov. 14, p 2 


Southein Cotton Oil Co of Atlanta, Ga.,| Thomas, N. W., o1 Anna, Ill, vs Ill Cent 


et ul (lvo9); alleging unreasonable rate 
on carload of strawberry plants from 
Anna, ili, to Los Angeles, Cal.; May 
16, p 18. 


Tully, W. A., of Coweta, Okla., vs Mo 


Okla & Gulf et al (1554); alleging un- 
reasonable rate on snapped corn from 
Hoffman, Okla., to Corsicana, Tex.; 
May 16, p 18. 

. Grain Co of Wagoner, 
Okla., vs Ft Smith & W et al (ivul); 
alleging unreasonable rate on snapped 
corn, C L, from OkKemah, Okla., tuo 
Terrell, Tex.; Dec. 5, p 3. 

Grain Co of Wagoner, 
Okla., vs Ft Smith & W et al (1902); 
alleging unreasonable rate on’ snapped 
corn, C L, from Okemah, Okla., to 
Austin, Tex.; Dec. 5, p 3. 


Tygarts River Coal Co of Arden, W. Va., 


vs B & O et al (1654); alleging unrea- 
sonable rate on bituminous coal, C L, 
from Arden, W. Va., to Lee, Mass.; 
July 25, p 2 


Union Pacific Tea Co of New York vs 


P R R et al (1569); alleging unrea- 
sonable rates on chinaware from New 
York to various points; May 23, p 16; 
decided Dec. 5, p 47. 

United States, by V. H. Metcalf, secre- 
tury of Navy, vs Adams Express Co 
und Northern Express Co (1582), alieg- 
ing unreasonable charges on merchan- 
dise from Washington, D. C., to 
Bremerton, Wash.; June 6, p 14; de- 
cided July 4, p 2. 

‘nited States, by Truman H. Newberry, 
acting secretary of Navy, vs N Y C& 
St L et al (1706); alleging unreason- 
able fare from Cleveland, O., to New 
Yerk City; Sept. 5, p 3. 

United States, by J. E. Pillsbury, acting 
secretary of the navy, vs N Y P & N 
et al (1635); alleging unreasonable rates 
on cartridges and powder from Nor- 
folk, Va., to Annapolis, Md.; July 18, 
dD 3. 


| United States, by J. E. Pillsbury, acting 


secretary of navy, vs N Y N H & H 
et al (1634); alleging unreasonable 
rates on wet gun cotton, C L, from 
Newport, R. I.. to Carney’s Point, N. 
J.:; Jaiy 18, p 2 

United States, by Truman H. Newberry, 
acting secretary of navy, vs B & O 
et al (1645); alleging charging excess- 
ive fare for two men from Pittsburg, 
Pa., to Newport, R. L; July 18, p 3. 

United States, by Jesse E. Wilson, act- 
ing secretary of the interior, vs D & R 
G (1699); alleging improper placing of 
ears for unloading at Diamond Switch, 
Utah; Aug. 29, p 3. 

United States, by Truman H. Newberry, 
secretary of navy, vs P R R and 
West Shore (1937); alleging unreason- 
able rates on smokeless powder, C L, 
from Washington, D. C., to Iowa Island, 
N. Y.; Dec. 19, p 2. 

Updike Grain Cc of Omaha, Neb., vs 
Union Pac (1655); alleging refusal of 
carrier to make allowance for eleva- 
tion of grain; Aug. 1, p 2. 

Utica Traffic Bureau of Utica, N. Y.. vs 
N Y O & W (1638); alleging unreason- 
able switching charge on coal screen- 
ings at Utica, N. Y.; July 18, p 3. 

Valley Flour Mills of Phoenix. Ariz., vs 
A T & S F (1527); alleging unreasona- 
ble adjustment of rates on wheat and 
flour to Phoenix; April 25, p 2%. 

Venus, D. M., vs St LIM & §S (1512); 
alleging unreasonable rate on shipment 
of oats from Durant, Okla., to Hope, 
Ark.; April 11, p 9. 

Victor Fuel Co of Denver, Colo., vs A 
T & S F (1359); alleging refusal of car- 
rier to‘reimburse shipper for expense 
incurred in making certain box and 
stock cars available for coal transpor- 
tation during shortage of suitable cars; 
March 14, p 10; dismissed July 4, p 62. 


Voorhees, John W., of Charleston, S. C., 
vs A C L et al (1652); alleging un- 
reasonable rate and refrigeration charge 
on cabbage, C L, from. St. Andrews, 
S. C., to New York City; Juiy 25, p 1. 

Voorhees, Jno. M.. of St. Andrews, S. C., 
vs ACL, R F & P, Phila Balto & 
Wash and Fruit Growers’ Express 
(1822); alleging unreasonable rates on 
vegetables, C IL, from points in South 
Carolina to points in Pennsylvania and 
New York; Nov. 7, p 2. 


Okla., vs A T & SF et al (1570); al- 
leging unreasonable rate on two car- 
loads of lumber from Ashland, Tex., 
to Wakita; May 23, p 16. 
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Walton, W. E., of Chesapeake Beach, 


Md., vs Chesapeake Beach Ry (1374); 
alleging unreasonable rate on coal from 
Washington, D. C., to Chesapeake 
Beach, Md. (withdrawn); Jan. 4, p 17. 


West Texas Fuel Co of El Paso, Tex., 


vs Tex & Pac and A T & S F (1637); 
alleging unreasonable switching charge 
On coal at El Paso, Tex.; July 18, p 3. 


Wheeler Lumber & Bridge Supply Co 


of Des Moines, Ia., vs Sou Pac et al 
(1647); alleging maintaining excessive 
minimum weight on lumber from Hills- 
boro, Ore., to Algona, Ia.; July 18, p 3. 


Whitcomb, Mrs. J. A. of Kenosha, Wis., 


vs C & N W and C RI & P: al- 
leging overcharge on shipment of an 
automobile from Beatrice, Neb., to Ke- 
nosha, Wis.; May 2, p 34. 


White Water Farms Co of Washington, 
D 


C., vs Phila Balto & Wash (1476); 
alleging unreasonable rate and esti- 
mated weight on manure, C L, from 
Washington to Glenndale, Md.; March 
7, p 9; decided May 16, p 4, 


Wholesale Fruit & Produce Assn of Chi- 


cago, Ill, va A T & S F et al (1467); 
alleging unreasonabie rule regarding 
unloading shipments of fruits and vege- 
tables at Chicago; March 14, p 10; de- 
cided Aug. 1, p 64. 


Williams, P. P., Co of Vicksburg, Miss., 


vs Vicks S & Pac et al (1827); alleging 
unreasonable rate on classes and com- 
modities from Vicksburg,  Miss., to 
points in Texas; Nov. 7, p 2 


Williamson, Sam, of Salt Lake City, 


Utah, vs O S L et al (1646); alleging 
unreasonable rate on grain from Woo- 
leys Spur, Ida., to McKinney, Tex.: 
July 18, p 2. 


Wilson, John A., of Kansas City. Mo., 


vs C M & St P; alleging unreasonable 
rate on flour, C L, from Kansas City, 
Mo., to Howard, Wis.; Aug. 22, p 2; 
decided Dec. 5, p 48. 


Wilson Produce Co et al of Pittsburg, 


Pa., vs P R R (1472); alleging unrea- 
sonable storage charges at Pittsburg, 


Pa.; March 14, p 10; dismissed July 
11, p 45. 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


Colo., by William D. Stahlberg, vs C 
M & St P and C & EI (1605); alleg- 
ing unreasonable rates on ground iron 
ore, C L, from Iron Ridge, Wis., to 
Lincoln, Neb., Batavia and Galesburg, 
Ill., Burlington, Fairfield and Oskaloosa, 
Ia., andgSt. Joseph, Mo.; June 27, p 36. 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


Colo., by William J. Stahlberg, vs C M 
& St PandC CC & St L (1606); al- 
leging unreasonable rates on ground 
iron ore, C L, from Iron Ridge, Wis., 
to Lincoln, Neb., Batavia and Gales- 
burg, Ill., Burlington, Fairfield and Os- 
7 oe Ia., and St. Joseph, Mo.; June 
ic ee 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


Colo., by William J. Stahlberg, vs C M 
& St P and P R R (1607); alleging 
unreasonable rates on ground iron 6re, 
C L, from Iron Ridge, Wis., ta Lin- 
coln, Neb., Batavia and Galesburg, Ih., 
Burlington, Fairfield and Oskaloosa, Ia., 
and St. Joseph, Mo.; June 27, p 36. 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


Colo., by William J. Stahlberg, vs Pere 
M, Mich Cent and CM & St P (1600); 
alleging unreasonable rates on ground 
iron ore, C L, from Iron Ridge, Wis., 
to Lincoln, Neb., Batavia and Gales- 
burg, Ill., Burlington, Fairfield and Os- 
ape Ia., and St. Joseph, Mo.; June 
’ p > 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


Colo., by William J. Stahlberg, vs C M 
& St P (1601); alleging unreasonable 
rates on ground iron ore, CL, from 
Iron Ridge, Wis., to Lincoln, Neb., Ba- 
tavia and Galesburg, IIL, Burlington, 
Fairfield & Osklaloosa, Ia., and St. Jo- 
seph, Mo.; June 27, p. 36 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


Colo., by William J. Stahlberg, vs C M 
& St P and CI & L (603); alleging 
unreasonable rates on ground iron ore, 
C L, from Iren Ridge, Wis., to Lincoln, 
Neb., Batavia and Galesburg, Ill., Bur- 
lington, Fairfield and Oskaloosa, -Ia., 
and St. Joseph, Mo.; June 27, p 36. 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


Colo., by William J. Stahlberg, vs C M 
& St P and Ill Cent (1602); alleging 
unreasonable rates on ground iron ore, 
C L, from Iron Riage, Wis., to Lincoln, 
Neb., Batavia and Galesburg, Ill., Bur- 
lington, Fairfield and Oskaloosa, Ia 
and St. Joseph, Mo.; June 27, p 36. 


Winters Metallic Paint Co of Denver, 


CONCENTRATION OF 


Colo., by William J. Stahlberg, vs C M 
& St P and C B & Q (1604); alleging 
unrgasonable rate on ground iron ore, 
© L, from Iron Ridge, Wis., to Lincoln, 
Neb., Batavia and Galesburg, Ill., Bur- 
lington, Fairfield and Oskaloosa, Ia., 
and St. Joseph, Mo.; June 27, p 36. 


Wisconsin Pearl Butten Co of La Crosse, 


Wis., vs C St P M & O et al (1744); 
alleging unreasonable rate on clam 
shells, C L, from Mendota, Minn., to 
La €rosse; Sept. 26, p 3. 


Zellerback Paper Co of San Francisco, 


Cal. vs A T & S F (1929); alleging 
unreasonable minimum weight on pa- 
per pails, C L, from Chicago, Ill., to 
San Francisco; Dec. 19, p 2 


“. 


COMPRESSION OF COTTON. See “Cot- 
ton.”’ 


SHIPMENTS. 
See “Consolidated Carloads.” 


CONCESSIONS. See “Allowances” and 


““Rebates.”’ 


CONSOLIDATED CARLOADS 


Collected by Carrier: Commission con- 
demns practice under which carrier 
provides empty car at factory siding 
in which shipper may load L C L 
shipments, which carrier then moves 
to regular freight station, where ship- 
ments are assorted and placed in 
other cars to be forwarded to their 
respective destinations unless there is 
tariff authority, non-discriminatory in 
terms and application therefor (Conf. 
Rul); Oct. 31, p 47. 

Courts: D L & W asks Circuit Court of 
Appeals (New York) to enjoin Inter- 
state Commerce Commission ruling 
in Export Shipping Co vs Wabash 
et al; Nov. 14, p 44. 

Courts: U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals 
at New York city restrains enforce- 
ment of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission order in Export Shipping Co 
1 ee raaten et al (3 cases); Dee. 5, 
p b 

Decisions: Official Classification rules 
against, viz., note to Rule 5B and 
Rule 15E: Held unlawful. Export 
Shipping Co vs Wabash et al; same 
vs N Y C & St L et al; same vs 
B & O; Aug. 1, p 46. 

Not an Evasion of the Law: Held that, 
in gathering several packages of goods 
together and shipping them under the 
carrier’s rates on large shipments, a 
shipper is not by device evading the 
law, but is legally availing himself of 
the rates which the carrier offers; 
California Commercial Assn vs Wells, 
Fargo & Co; Aug. 1, p 57. 

Ownership of Property: Held that a 
carrier may not properly look beyond 
the transportation to the ownership of 
the shipment as a basis for determin- 
ing the applicability of its rates; Ex- 
port Shipping Co vs Wabash et al; 


same vs N Y C & St L et al; same] 


vs B & O; Aug. 1, p 46. 


CONSIGNOR 


Responsibility of: Consignors and con- 
signees should cooperate with agents 
of carriers in avoiding misundtr- 
standings and errors in routing and 
must expect to bear some responsi- 
ne in connection therewith; 15A- 


CONTRACTS 


Courts, State: Appellate court in case 
of Kirby vs C & A affirms decision of 
lower court awarding complainant 
$4,200 for breach of an alleged special 
contract to transport shipment of 
horses from Springfield, Ill., to New 
York city, based on failure of com- 
pany to make connections at Jollet; 
Dec. 5, p 66. 

Courts: U. S. Supreme: Held that con- 
tract between carrier and _ shipper 
agreeing to carry shipments at a cer- 
tain rate is invalidated if carrier sub- 
sequently files advanced rates; shipper 
guilty of receiving rebates if he then 
has shipments moved at old rates: 
Armour & Co, ete. vs U. S.; March 
21, p 31. 

Discriminatory: Held that. giving of un- 
due preference to any shipper is con- 
demned by statute, and it can make 
no difference that such preference ts 
given by contract (which purports to 
be a lease of property); Eichenberg 
vs Sou Pac et al; July 18, p 64. 

Divisions: Contracts for division of 
through rate between carriers must 
be filed with Commission; 15A-R59. 

Filing: Contracts between railroads and 
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telephone and telegraph companj 
must be filed with Commission; 15A- 
4. 


Jurisdiction: Held that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission has no POwer 
either to enforce specific performance 
of contractual obligations or to award 
damages for breach of such agree. 
ments between carriers and shippers: 
General Electric Co vs NY C& HY 
et al; July 11, p 48. 


CONTRACTORS 
Free Transportation: Carrier may grant 
free or reduced rates to contractors 
for materials, supplies, and men for 
use in construction, improvement or 
renewal work on line of that carrier 
provided such arrangements for fre 
or reduced rate carriage are made part 
of specifications upon which contract 
— and of contract itself; 15A- 


CORALVILLE, IA. 

Rates between Coralville and points ip. 
termediate to Cedar Rapids, Ta., and 
points on C & N W should not ex- 
ceed by more than 10 per cent rates 
between Cedar Rapids and other @ & 
N W points, nor. in any case exceed 
the combination of lecals on Cedar 
Rapids; Cedar Rapids & Iowa City Ry 
& Light Co vs C & N W; March 28, 
p o. 


CORN. See “Grain and Grain Products,” 


CORRESPONDENCE 

Making Public of: Commission requests 
that if extracts from its correspond- 
ence are sent out by carriers, such 
extracts be made sufficiently full to 
give a complete view and understand- 
ing of the circumstances discussed; 
Bul 1-29; Feb. 15, p 59. 

With Commission: Commission requests 
that each carrier designate Officials 
with whom all correspondence on 
freight and passenger matters may be 
carried on; 15A-R79. 


COTTON 
Compression: Interstate Commerce 
Commission refuses to make rule 
requiring carriers to have all cotton 
compressed by compress nearest point 
of origin; Chickasaw Compress Co 
vs Gulf Colo & S F et al; Pauls Val- 
ley Compress & Storage Co vs Gult 
Colo & S F et al; March 21, DP = 

Demurrage at Compress: Texas Su- 
preme court holds that cotton com- 
press is not liable for demurrage when 
cotton blockade exists in railroad 
yard or_at compress; Nov. 7, p 54. 

Kansas City, Mo., from western and 
southwestern points in Oklahoma; 
rates of 55¢c from Ardmore, Tisho- 
mingo, Shawnee, Oklahoma City, 
Guthrie, Chickasha and Duncan and 
57% from Hobart, Mangum, Clinton 
and Elk City, Okla., held not unrea- 
sonable; Kansas City Cotton Mills 
Covs CRI & P et al; Aug. 1, p 69. 

Rate Advance: Gov. Comer of Alabama, 
in conference with President Roose- 
velt and Attorney-General Bonaparte, 
criticizes advance in rates on cotton; 
Oct. 10, 53. 

Weighing: Little Rock (Ark.) Board of 
Trade passes resolutions denying al- 
legations of Thos. Coate of England, 
reflecting on government weighers in 
billing export cotton; Jan. 11, p 9 


COTTON PIECE GOODS. See “Textiles.” 


COTTONSEED AND ITS PRODUCTS 

Courts, U. S. Circuit (Illinois): Judge 
Kohlsaat refuses to enjoin Ill Cent 
and L & N from putting advanced 
rates into effect; Oct. 10, p 65. 

Little Rock, Ark., from certain points 
on Mid V in Oklahoma; through 
routes and joint rates established by 
Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Merchants’ Freight Bureau vs Mid 
V_R R et_al; March 28, p 16. 

Louisiana: Oil mills file petition with 
state commission asking that con- 
ee rate be abolished; Sept. 19, 


p‘51. 

Oklahoma: State corporation commis- 
sion makes 30 per cent reduction on 
cottonseed and cottonseed products 
rates; Oct. 3, p 51. . 

Shreveport, La., to Leon, Kan., via 
Sherman, Tex.: Held that rates on 
cottonseed cake. C L, should not ex- 
ceed 25c; Stoek Yards Cotton and 
Linseed Meal Co vs St L S W et al; 
Nov. 28, p 41. 
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Southern and southwestern points to 
eastern, interior eastern, Virginia 
cities, South Atlantic and gulf ports, 
Ohio and Mississippi River crossings 
and western points; rates on cotton- 
seed oil advance, changes , becoming 
effective Oct. 1; Sept. 12, p 49. 


COURTS, FEDERAL ‘ 

Advertising: Circuit court, Judge Kohl- 
saat, restrains C I & L from _ carrying 
out contract with Munsey’s Magazine 
to exchange advertising space for 
transportation, holding contract con- 
trary to commerce law; decision in 
full; July 25, .p 76. 

Alabama: Judge Thomas G, Jones, at 
Montgomery; Ala., makes permanent 
injunction against enforcement of 
Alabama laws against railroads; April 


4, p 16. ae 

Alabama: State appeals from injunc- 
tion issued by Judge Thomas G. Jones 
restraining enforcement of state laws; 
May 30, p 38. , 

Arkansas: Judge Trieber grants St L I 
M & S temporary injunction restrain- 
ing state commission from ordering 
or assisting in suits to collect statu- 
tory penalties claimed in alleged 
discrimination against certain coal 
operators; Feb. 1, p 12. a 

Arkansas: Judge Trieber temporariiy 
enjoins suits under Barker demurrage 
act against St L I M & §S; Feb. 22, 

6. 

Ackansas: Injunction granted against 
improvement and station  establish- 
ment orders of the commission; March 


% 5. 

Arkeheas: Circuit court, Judge Trieber, 
permanently enjoins Barker demur- 
rage law; July 4, p 71. 

Arkansas: Judge Vandeventer, U. S. 
Circuit at St. Paul, Minn., restrains 
enforcement of Arkansas two-cent 
passenger fare law and enjoins Ar- 
kansas commission from prohibiting 
eertain freight rate advances; Sept. 
12. p 49. 

Arkansas: State commission cited for 
contempt for alleged violation of 
Judge Trieber’s injunction in institut- 
ing penalty suits against certain car- 
riers for charging rates prohibited. by 
Commission; Nov. 21, p 47. 


Boots and Shoes: Judge Newman, at 
Atlanta, Ga., restrains advanced rates 
on shoes from Boston, Mass., to At- 
lanta, Ga.; Jan. 4, p. 13. 

Car Distribution: Illinois Circuit in C & 
A vs Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and Ill Cent vs _ Interstate 
Commerce Commission: Held that 
earriers are not required to count 
their own cars used in hauling 
their own fuel, except in determining 
mine ratings, against the share due 
the operator; Interstate Commerce 
Commission order requiring private 
and foreign fuel cars to be counted 
against mine’s share of available 
system cars sustained; July 4, p 68. 


Car Distribution: U. S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals in state of Maryland certi- 
fied to U. Supreme court case of 
B & O vs Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, injunction suit growing out 
of action brought by Rail and River 
Coal Co vs B & O, alleging unfair 
car distribution; Dec. 26, p 40. 

Car Service: Circuit ‘Court of Appeals 
in Maryland reverses decision of Cir- 
cuit court enjoining Merchants’ Coal 
Co and B & O from prosecuting and 
defending suit before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; Jan. 25, p 1. 


Class Rates: U.S. Circuit, CRI & P 
files petition in an injunction suit 
against Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in Missouri River .case; Oct. 
24, p 48. , 

Coal: International Coal Mining Co wins 
verdict at Philadelphia for $12,013.51 
against Pennsylvania R R on claims 
‘of overcharge on shipments of coal 
from Clearfield district; May 30, p 2. 

Colorado: Court orders carrier to pay 
refund awarded shipper by Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Baer Bros. 
Mercantile Co vs D & R G; Dec. 12, 


p 59. 

Consolidated Carloads: D L & W asks 
Circuit Court of Appeals to restrain 
enforcement of Interstate Commerce 
Commission order in consolidated 
carload case; Export Shipping Co vs 
Wabash et al; Nov. 14, p 44. 

Consolidated Carloads: U. S. Circuit 
Court of — at New York city 
restrains enforcement of Interstate 

Commerce Commission order in Ex- 
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port Shipping Co vs Wabash et al 
(3 cases); Dec. 5, p 54. 

Cottonseea: U. 8. Circuit court, Judge 
Kohlsaat, denies preliminary restraln- 
ing order against Ill Cent and L & N, 
to prevent advance in rates on col- 
tonseed products; Oct. 10, p 65. 

Express: Indiana: Judge Anderson re- 
strains state commission from en- 
forcing order reducing express rates; 
May 30, p 49. 

Express Franks: Judge Kohlsaat en- 
joins Adams, American, National, 
United States and Wells, Fargo & 
Co from issuing franks or passes to 
officers and employes of other ex- 
press companies, railroad companies 
or other transportation companies; 
April 25, p 69. 

Grain: Circuit court, Judges Lacombe, 
Ward and Noyes, at New York, de- 
cline to suspend Interstate Commerce 
Commission order, fixing grain rates 
from Buffalo to New York and Bos- 
ton until suits in equity against the 
Interstate Commerce Commission have 
been tried; Oct. 31, p 56. 

Hepburn Act: Circuit court, Judges 
Gray and Dallas affirming, Judge But- 
fington dissenting eastern district of 
Pennsylvania, declares commodity 
clause of the Hepburn act unconsti- 
tutional; Sept. 12, p 44. 

Hepburn Act: Circuit court allows gov- 
ernment to appeal commodity clause 
(Hepburn act) decision to Supreme 
court; Oct. 10, p 65. 

Hours of Service: N Y N H & H at- 
tacks law in suit filed in Circuit 
court at Hartford, Conn.; Aug. 22 
p 50. 

Illinois: Carriers file complaint with 
U. S. Circuit court against state com- 
mission’s switching Rule No. 23; com- 
plaint filed in behalf of the C & N W 
in full; Nov. 7, p 47. 

Indiana: Judge Anderson dissolves or- 
der of state court forbidding L E & 
W and CCC & St L from refusing 
to interchange freight with CC & L 
at Peru, Muncie and Marion; May 39, 







p 49. 

Kansas: Judge Pollock holds ‘‘jobbing 
rates’? in state commission’s freight 
schedules invalid; Oct. 10, p 66. 

Kansas: Judge McPherson, U. S. Dis- 
trict court, declares statute forbidding 
foreign corporations from transferring 
suits brought against them from state 
to federal courts, unconstitutional; 
Jan. 25, p 3. 

Kentucky: Circuit court, Judge Coch- 
ran, holds that state commission has 
no power to establish freight rates; 
July 4, p 70. 

Liability of Initial Carriers: Judge 
Rogers, in Circuit court of the United 
States for Western District of Ar- 
kansas, gives decision affirming lia- 
bility of initial carrier; Smeltzer vs 
L & S F; April 11, p 60. 

Live Stock: U. S. Circuit refuses to re- 
strain Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion from enforcing order reducing 
live stock rates from southwestern 
points to Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas 
City, etc.; Texas Cattle Raisers’ Assn 
vs M K & T et al; Oct. 31, p 55. 

Loading Freight: District Circuit, Judge 
Kohlsaat, refuses to intervene in load- 
ing case until passed on by Interstate 
Commerce Commission; Feb. 15, p 60. 


Lumber: Circuit court refuses injunc- 
tion against Interstate Commerce 
Commission, restraining it from re- 
ducing rates on rough lumber from 
the Jillamette Valley in Oregon to 
San Francisco, Cal.; Oct. 10, p 65. 

Lumber: Judge Whitson, at Spokane, 
Wash., refuses to enjoin lumber 
tariff, holding that the courts have 
no power to fix rates, holding that 
the power to determine and prescribe, 
in the first instance, what are just 
and reasonable rates, is a legislative 
act which has been vested in the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Jan. 4, p ; 

Lumber: U. S. Circuit: Carriers file 
amended bill attacking ruling of In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in Pa- 
cific Coast Lbr Mfrs’ Assn et al vs 
Nor Pac et al and Southwest Wash 
Lbr Mfrs’ Assn vs Nor Pac et al; 
Oct. 31, p 49. 


Missouri: Judge Smith McPherson in 


opinion in Missouri rate law cases, 
belée he has jurisdiction; April 4, p 


Missouri: Carriers attack two-cent pas- 
senger and maximum freight rate 
laws of state in U. §S. Circuit court, 








Judge McPherson, at Kansas City, 
o.; Nov. 14, p 48. 
Missouri River Rates: U. S. Circuit 
Court of Appeals restrains Interstate 
Commerce Commission order in Burn- 
ham, Hanna, Munger Dry Goods Co 
et al vs C RI & P et al; decision 

in full; Nov. 7, p 45. 

Oklahoma: C RI & P restrained from 
not accepting “Order Notify’ ship- 
ments of liquor to Oklahoma; Aug. 29, 


p . 

Rate Advance: Georgia Circuit court, 
Judge Speer, restrains proposed 
freight rate advances on staple food 
products from western to southern 
points; decision in full; Aug. 8, p 67. 

Rate Advance: Georgia Circuit Court of 
Appeals, Judge Pardee, grants car- 
riers’ application for an appeal super- 
sedeas in case in which Circuit court, 
Judge Speer, gave permanent injunc- 
tion; Aug. 8, p 67. 

Rate Advance: U: S. Circuit, Judge 
Speer, issues temporary restraining 
order againt A CL, L & N, N C 
& St L and N O & Tex Pac, prohib- 
iting their advancing rates on staple 
products from western to southern 
points; Aug. 1, p 45. 

Rebates: Circuit Court of Appeals re- 
verses Judge Landis in Standard Oil 
ease; decision in full; July 25, p 71. 

Rebates: Southern Pacific Co and Pa- 
cific Mail S S Co file demurrers to 
government’s suit in rebate case, al- 
leging that federal authorities have 
no control over rates of an ocean 
carrier; Nov. 7, p 58. 

Rebates: U. S. District, Judge Weil- 
born, at Los Angeles, Cal., affirms 
power of federal court to try rebate 
cases heretofore regarded as strictly 
state offenses; Oct. 17. p 61. 

Sherman Act: Utah federal jury holds 
Union Pacific Ry, Union Pacific Coal 
Co, Everett Buckingham and J. M. 
Moore guilty on a charge of con- 
apes in restraint of trade; Dec. 12, 


p i 

South Dakota: Judge Carland, at Sioux 
Falls, issues temporary injunction 
against 2%c -passenger schedule; Jan. 
aa, » It. 

Switches: U. §S. Circuit, Judges La- 
combe, Ward and Noyes, at New 
York, enjoin Interstate Commerce 
Commission order in the case of the 
Rahway Valley vs DL & W, direct- 
ing construction of switch track con- 
nection between two roads at Sum- 
mit, N. J., holding that such an order 
can be issued only on complaint of 
shipper; Oct. 31, p 61. 

Terminal Charges: Carriers file peti- 
tion in Circuit Court at St. Louis, 
Mo., seeking to enjoin Interstate 
Commerce Commission from enforc- 
ing order reducing terminal charges 
at Chicago on live stock to $1 per 
car; Oct. 3, p 44. 

Terminal Charges: U. S. Circuit court 
for District of Minnesota enjoins In- 
terstate Commerce Commission from 
reducing switching charge on live 
stock from Chicago to the Union 
Stock Yards, Chicago, from $2 to $1 
per car; July 4, p 65. 

Texas: U. S. District court rules in 
favor of Pullman Co in its action to 
prevent state board from reducing 
sleeping-car rates and forcing roads 
to supply their own sleeping cars; 
Jan, 25, p 9. 

Virginia: U.S. Circuit, Judge Pritchard, 
decides two-cent passenger rate case 
— state commission; Jan. 11, 


ae 

Virginia: U. S. Circuit of Appeals at 
Richmond, Judge Pritchard, reverses 
Circuit court at Maryland, in car sup- 
ply case and sustains Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; Sept. 26, p 51. 

Wharf Lease: Judge McCormick, U. S. 
District court, restrains Interstate 
Commerce Commission from enforc- 
ing order in Eichenberg vs Sou Pac 
et al; Aug. 22, p 49. 

Wharf Lease: Motion for restraining 
order against Interstate Commerce 
Commission ruling in Eichenberg vs 
Sou Pac et al; filed by defendant in 
Circuit court of appeals; Nov. 14, p 
47. 

Washington: Judge Hanford rules that 
state commission has no power to fix 
rates; Feb. 22, p 8. 


COURTS, STATE 


Arkansas: State Supreme court holds 
that full crew law is valid; June 6, 


Arkansas: Supreme court reverses 
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lower court decision, fining St LIM 
& S for failure to stop a througn 
passenger train at Arkadelphia, Ark., 
as called for in act of state legisla- 
ture, holding law unconstitutional; 
Feb. 15, p 5Y, 

Arkansas: Cuse 
“intra’’ state 
Was alleged that 
made interstate 
by carriers to 
24, p 57. 

Arkansas: Suit is filed in Supreme court 
to test validity of new cur service law; 
May 30, p 49. 

Colorado: State Supreme court hands 
down decision in suit brought to test 
constitutionality of state commission 
law and holds that action should not 
have been brought wuo warranto; 
June 6 

Idaho: 


“inter” and 
in which it 
intrastate were 
shipments appealed 
Supreme court; Oct. 


involving 
routing, 


> 


>» 8. 
Idaho Sheep Co vs Oregon Short 
Line, claiming damages of $1,878 be- 
cause of failure to furnish cars 
promptly, is started at Ogden, Utah; 
April 11, p 7 


Illinois: Appellate court in case of Kirby 
vs C & A affirms decision of lower 


court awarding complainant $4,2v0 for 
breach of an alleged special contract | 
to transport shipment of horses from 
Springfield, Ill., to New York city 
based on failure of company to make} 
connections at Joliet; Dec. 5, p 66. 
Illinois: Supreme court reaffirms de- 
cision of lower court, holding that car- 
riers are not required to furnish stor- 
age facilities for grain; Feb. 29, p 5. | 
Indiana: Judge Wilson upholds joint} 
coal rate ardse of state commission} 
and sustains constitutionality of law 
creating commission; March 14, p 10. 
Indiana: Judge Carter of Superior court 
upholds order of state commission or- 


dering an interchange of traffic ‘at 
Richmond, Ind., between P C C & 
St L and C C & L; constitutionality | 


of act creating commission sustained; 
Jan. 25, p 9. 
Indiana: Supreme court affirms 


decision 
of County court 


that refused to issue 
a writ of mandamus to compel ex-| 
press companies to deliver packages 
free of charge within corporate limits | 
of cities; July 4, p 68. | 
Indiana: Appellate court upholds con-} 

stitutionality of act creating commis- | 


sion; Feb. 15, p 7. 

Iowa: Judge Church upholds anti-pass| 
law; Jan. 25, p 52. 

Kansas: Supreme court upholds state 


demurrage law of 1905; Feb. 15, p 10. 
Kentucky: Southern Pacific Co appeals 


steamship tax suit to Circuit court; 
Dec. 12, p 51. 
Louisiana: Baggage ruling of state} 


commission, requiring 48 hours’ free 
time on all baggage, attacked by 
St LIM & S et al in District 
court of East Baton Rouge parish; 
Nov. 14, p 46. 

Michigan: Supreme court sustains valid- 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Pennsylvania: 





itv of maximum freight rate law of 
1872; Sept. 26, p 50. 

Missouri: Supreme court holds uncon- 
stitutional law requiring carrier to 
give return’ transportation free to 
live stock shippers; May 16, p 62. 

Missouri: Supreme court denies Atty.- 
Gen. Hadley’s motion for appoint- 


ment of commissioner to take testi- 
mony in ouster suit against Mo Pac, 


Wabash, St L I M & S, Pac Express 
Co, Rich Hill Coal & Min Co and 


Kan & Mo Elev Co; April 11, p 3. 


Nebraska: Judge Thomas holds that 
physician having an indeterminate 
contract with carrier to do work at 
stated amount per month and an an- 
nual pass was not guilty of violat- 
ing anti-pass laws; March 21, p 40. 

Nebraska: Supreme court upholds power 
of state to require erection of sta- 
tions, construction of sidetracks, eic.; 
March 28, p 22. 

North Dakota: State Supreme court 
holds law fixing maximum rate for 
1,000-mile family books is unconsti- 
tutional; May 2, p 28. 

Ohio: Supreme court decides carriers 
must not discriminate between per- 
sons, and that person discriminated 
against is entitled to recover not less 
than $500; April 25, p 70. 


Ohio: Common Pleas court for Frank- 
lin county upholds state commis- 
sion’s anti-discrimination order 


against the Southeastern Ohio Rail- 
way. Light & Power Co; July 4, 
p 72. 
Ohio: Car Service rules of Ohio com- 
mission is enjoined; May 16, p -14. 
Oklahoma: Supreme court affirms right 








of state 
fix 


corporation commission to 
intrastate rates; July 4, p 


Judge Frazer, at 


mr ep 
fo. 


Pitts- 


burg, holds that he has no jurisdic- 
tion over interstate fares; Aug. 22, 
p 53. 


Pennsylvania: Judge Macfarlane holds 
that failure to state true value of an 
express package, worth more than 
the minimum value for the rate paid, 
was a device within the meaning of 
the interstate commerce law to ob- 
tain a rate less than the established, 
and that shipper was limited in his 
claim to the amount specified in his 
receipt; March 28, 25. 

Pennsylvania: Supreme court declares 
two-cent passenger fare act uncon- 
stitutional; Jan. 25, p 4. 

Pennsylvania: Suit "started at Pitts- 
burg to restrain Penna Co manage- 
ment from charging more than two 
cents a mile for passenger tickets; 
April 11, p 7. 

Tennessee: Civil Court of Appeals 
holds that freight cars loaded and 
engaged in interstate traffic cannot 
be attached to. satisfy judgment 
against the company owning them; 
Feb. 29, p 6. 

Tennessee: Suit 
mission to 


state com- 
& Ohio 


to compel 

assess Knoxville 
dismissed; Jan. 11, p 11. 

Texas: Supreme court affirms iower} 
court ruling against state commission 
in Galveston differential fight; Dec. 
12, p 59. 

Texas: Supreme court holds that cot- 
ton compress is not liable for Ge- 
murrage when cotton blockade exists 
in railroad yard or the compress; 
Nov. 7, p 54. 

Texas: Supreme 
anti-pass law does not affect 
tracts made before enactment 
law; May 30, p 51. 

Virginia: Supreme Court of Appeals 
holds Service Rule No. 1 of state 
commission unconstitutional; Feb. 1, | 
p 14. 

Virginia: Supreme 
holds that brewers. 
into prohibition 

56. | 

Washington; Superior court Thurs- | 
ton county, Judge Linn, sustains 
right of commission to fix rates; =o | 
verses terminal and potato rate or- 
ders; Feb. 29, p 10. 

Washington: Supreme court 
its decision in alternative 
holding that, where there 
rates and shipper makes no _ selec- 
tion, carrier may elect which rate 
will apply, but bill of lading showing 
rate to apply must be given shipper; 


at 





Texas | 
con- | 


of | 


court holds 


court of Appeats| 
ete., cannot ship} 
territory; Dec. 2; 1 


of 


modifies 
rate case 
are two 


Elkins Act: Held in Gt Nor vs United 
States, that suits pending under E!- 
kins Act were not invalidated by the 
Hepburn Act; finding of lower court 
holding carrier guilty 
firmed; Feb. 29, : 

Elkins Law: Held in Armour, etc. vs 
United States, that a contract be- 
tween carrier and shipper to truans- 
port goods at a named rate, is in- 
validated if carrier subsequently files 
advanced rates, and that _ shipper, 
after such advance has gone into 
effect, is guilty of receiving rebates 
if he has shipments moved at the 
contract rate; March 21, p 31. 

Harriman: U. S. Supreme court rules 
that E. H. Harriman need not answer 
questions put to him by Interstate 
Commerce Commission relative to 
stock deals: Dec. 19, p 55. 

Liability in Flood: Held that carriers 
are not liable for loss of live stock 
in floods at Kansas City: Empire Cat- 
tle Co vs A T & S F; May 9, »b 4. 

Minnesota: U. S. Supreme court denies 
reilef sought by E. T. Young, attor- 
ney-general for the state of Minne- 
sota, in maximum rate fight; April 4, 


pd 

North Carolina: U. S. Supreme court 
affirms decision of Circuit court im 
ease of ticket agent convicted in 
police court of violating North Caro- 
lina rate law; April 4, p 11. 





FOR 1908. 


July 18, p 89. 

Washington: Supreme court of state of 
Washington holds carrier responsible 
for freight destroyed by fire whiie in 
storage; April 25, p 69. 

Wisconsin: Supreme court holds state 
ee law is valid; June 13, 

9 
2. | 

Wisconsin. Supreme court holds eight- 
hour telegraph operator law uncon-| 
stitutional; Oct. 3, p 46. | 

COURTS, U. S. SUPREME 


| 
} 
of rebating af-| 


CREAM. 
CROSS TIES. 


CULP, J. M., 


DALY, CHAS. F., 


DECISIONS OF 


Amarillo Gas Co vs A T 


A me rican 


Anthony, 


Raker, J. E., 


Packinghouse Products: U. S. Su. 
preme court affirms decision of Cir. 
cuit court in case of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission vs C Gt Wes og 
et al, in reference to rates on pack- 
inghouse products from Missouri 
river points to Chicago; April 4, p13, 

Procedure: Held that mandamus suit 
‘eannot take place of apes State 
of Nebraska et al vs C B & Q; May 


2: p25 

Texas: ‘U. S. Supreme court holds that 
Texas statute imposing tax of one 
per cent upon gross earnings of rail- 
roads is illegal; GH & S A et al vg 
State of Texas; May 23, p 10. 

Virginia Passenger Rate Case: Held 
that method of procedure in case was 
wrong; decree of lower court re- 
versed; State Corporation of Va et 
al vs ACL et al; Dec. 5, p 55. 


sigs 





See “Dairy Products.’’ 


See 
Products.” 


“Lumber and For- 


est 


Vice-president of Sou Ry 


Addresses: Reviews development of 
railroads in south during 1907 in aa- 
dresses before. Columbia Chamber of 
Commerce, Columbia, S. C.; Jan. 25, 


p 51. 


CUTLER, GOVERNOR, of Utah. 


Utterances: Utah railroad situation dis- 


eussed by Governor Cutler in re- 
sponse to inquiries from Texas; May 
» 74 ” 
a, p 64. 


DAIRY PRODUCTS 


Michigan: Siate commission holds pres- 
ent intrastate rates unreasonable 
and substitutes maxima _ therefor, 
said maxima being constructed on a 
mileage basis; Oct. 3, p 46. 

Nebraska: Commission defines service 
to be given by carriers in the proper 
handling of milk and cream; Jan. 4, 
p 15. 


Vice-President New 
York Central Lines. 

Appointment: Chas. .F. Daly named 
vice-president in charge of all traffic 


of New York Central system; Nov. 
28, p 52. 
DAMAGED SHIPMENTS. See ‘‘Ship- 


ments. 


INTERSTATE COM- 
MERCE COMMISSION 

& S F et al; 
held that rate on coke, C L, from Trini- 
dad coal and coke district in Colorado 
to Amarillo, Tex., should not exceed 

$2.90 per net ton; March 28, p 17. 

Asphalt’ Assn vs Uintah Ry; 
heid that rates on road built for special 
purpose only and not forming part of 
any general industrial development 
must be determined by financial returns 
produced rather than by comparison 
with rates in effect elsewhere; rates on 
gilsonite from Dragon, Utah, to Mack, 
Colo., fixed at $8 per ton; March 21, p7. 


American Grocer Co vs PCC & St Let 


al; complaint alleged unreasonable rate 
on shipment of fruit jars from Green- 
field. Ind., to Calico Rock, Ark.; rate 
voluntarily reduced and suit dismissed; 


April 18, p 22. 
Wm. H., vs P & R et al; held 
alleging unreasonable 


that complaint, 
potatoes from Harrisburg 


rates on 
(Pa.) zroup to Hartford (Conn.) group, 
as compared with rates on cement from 
same to same, and also alleging that 
because a blanket rate is applied on 
cement from a Pennsylvania group and 
an adjoining New Jersey group to cer- 
tain New England points, potatoes from 
same districts should also enjoy one 
rate, should be dismissed; Dec. 5, p 53. 


Anthony Wholesale Grocery Co vs A T & 


S F et al; held that differential of 6c 
per C L on rice and sugar from points 
in Texas and Louisiana against An- 
thony. Kan., as compared with Wichita, 
Hutchinson, Winfield and Arkansas 
City, Kan., is not just and should not 
exceed 8c, and that rates on other com- 
modities and class rates should be ad- 
justed on approximately same relative 
basis; June 13, p 19. 


Baer Bros. Mercantile Co vs Mo Pac et 


al; held that D & R G’s proportion of 
rate on beer, from Pueblo to Leadville, 
Colo., on movement from St. Louis, was 
unreasonable; reparation awarded; 
April-18, p 11. 

vs Cumb V et al; held that 
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Pac et 
tion of 
adville, 
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yarded; 


Id that 


rates on furnace limestone or low silica 
limestone per gross ton, from Bunker 
Hill, W. Va., to Canton and Cleveland, 
O., should not exceed $1.45; to Girard, 
Haselton, Niles, Steubenville and 
Youngstown, O., and New Castle and 
Sharon, Pa., $1.30; Dec. 12, p 47. 

Banner Milling Co vs N Y C & H R; held 
that rates on flour from Buffalo to New 
York City should not exceed i10c; rates 
to New England points from Buffalo 
should not exceed l12c; reasonableress 
of differential on grain, etc., to New 
England points in favor of New York 
reaffirmed; Jan. 18, p 1. 

Banner Milling Co etalvsNYC&HR 
et al; held that rates on flour and other 
grain products from Buffalo, N. Y., 
should not exceed, to New York City 
and rate points, 10c; to Boston, Mass., 
and rate points, 12c, and to Sherbrooke, 

Q.. and rate points, 121%4c; July 25, 
p 48. 

Bannon, Patrick, vs Southern Express; 
held that where shipper has in effect 
received a reduced rate on account of 
his own and carrier's irregularities, 
correction of those irregularities cannot 
be made basis for award of reparation; 
complaint dismissed; May 16, p 6. 
3eekman Lumber Co vs St LS W; held 
that exaction of car service charge of 
$2 on shipment of lumber from Atlanta, 
La., to East St. Louis, Ill., and recon- 


signed upon arrival at Bixby, to Granite 
| 


City, Ill., was unreasonable and refund 
thereof awarded; Nov. 28, p 42. 

Beekman Lumber Co vs St LS W; held 
that reconsigning charge assessed on 
shipment of lumber from Thornton, 
Ark., consigned to East St. Louis, IIl., 
and diverted to Granite City, Ill, was 
in accordance with published tariffs, 
and no evidence having been offered to 
show that charge is of itself unreason- 
able; complaint dismissed; Nov. 28, p 
42. 

Benton Transit Co vs Benton Harbor-St 
Joe Railway & Light Co; held that de- 
fendant should make through route 
with boat line to Chicago, and so or- 
dered; May 23, pb 1. 

Bovaird Suppy Co vs A T & § F et al; 
held that rate of 75¢c on rope cables from 
San Francisco, Cal., to Independence, 
Kan., was not, despite 60c rate from 
San Francisco to Chicago, unreasonable; 
Jan. 25, p 2. 

Bunen, T. H., Co and Merchants’ Freight 
Bureau of Little Rock, Ark., vs C RI 
& P et al; rates compldined of adjusted 
and complaint dismissed upon plaintiffs’ 
petition; April 18, p 79. 

Burgess, George D., et al vs Trans-Conti- 
nental Freight Bureau et al; held that 
rate of 85c from Chicago and rate points 
to Pacific Coast points on hardwood 
lumber is excessive and that rate should 
not exceed 75c; June.20, p 8. 

Burnham, Hanna, Munger Dry Goods Co 
et al vs C RI & P et al; held that 
through rates on classes from Atlantic 
seaboard to Missouri River cities are 
unreasonably high; proportional rates 
from Mississippi to Missouri River 
crossings reduced; that St. Paul and 
Minneapolis ratest because of water and 
Canadian competition, may reasonably 
be lower than rates to Missouri River 
cities; July 18, p 41. 

Butters Lumber Co vs A C L et al: repa- 
ration awarded on shipments of lumber 
because through rate exceeded combi- 
nation of locals; May 16, p 5. 

Butts Cannel Coal Co vs Bess & I E: 
held that same rates should apvlv on 
oe and cannel coal; April 25, p 


California Commercial Assn vs Wells 
Fargo & Co Express: held that defend- 
ant’s rule against “bulked’’ shipments 
intended to be distributed by consignee 
is illegal; reparation awarded; Aug. 1, 


p 57. 

Cardiff Coal Co vs C M & St P et al; re- 
establishment of joint rates and through 
routes ordered and principle of same 
exvnlained: May 2. p 10 


Cardiff Coal Co vs C& NW et al; order- 


ing establishment of joint rates and 
through routes and exvlaining princi- 
ples (see also Cardiff Coal Co vs C M 
& St P et al): May 2, p 14. 

Carstens Packing Co vs Nor Pac et al; 
held that tariff naming rates on cer- 
tain sized car and mating no provision 
for reduction of rate if carrier. for his 
own convenience, furnishes smaller car, 
is unreason»ble; reparation awarded; 
Dec. 12, p 48. 

Cattle Raisers’ Assn of Texas vs M K & T 
et al: held that rates from southwest- 
ern points to Chicago on live stock are 





unreasonable and maxima _ substituted 
therefor; reduction of terminal charge 
at Chicago from $2 to $1 per car re- 
affirmed; Sept. 5, p 53. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co vs Colo & Sou; 
held that complainant is entitled to 
reparation on shipment of coal from 
Rugby, Colo., to Carmen, Okla., on ac- 
count of misrouting by defendant’s 
agent; Dec. 19, p 49. 

Cedar Rapids & Iowa City Ry & Light 
Co vs C & N W; held that defendant 
should establish through routes and 
joint rates with complainant, an elec- 
tric line, between ,Coralville, la., and all 
other points on complainant’s line in- 
termediate to Cedar Rapids, Ia., and 
points on defendant’s line, via junction 
point of two roads at Cedar Rapids; 
that rates should not exceed by more 
than 10 per cent defendant’s rates to 
Cedar Rapids, said rates in no case to 
exceed combination of locals on Cedar 
Rapids; March 28, p 38. 

Chandler Cotton Oil Co vs Ft Smith & W; 
alieging unreasonable rate on cotton- 
seed from Prague, Okla., to Warwick, 
Okla., dismissed because territory be- 
came state, ending jurisdiction; May 2, 
» 24. 

Chicago & Milw Electric vs Il! Cent et al; 
petition to establish through routes de- 
nied; Jan. 4, p 1. 

Chicago Sash «& Woor Assn vs Norf & 
West et al; complaint alleging unrea- 
sonable rate on sash and doors, C L, 
from Chicago to Williamson, W. Va.; 
held unsubstantiated and dismissed; 
Dec. 19, p 45. 

Chickasaw Compress Co vs Gulf Colo & 
S F et al; petition asking that the prac- 
tice of permitting shippers to concen- 
trate cotton at Gainesville and other 
Texas points from the vicinity of Ard- 
more and from points north of Ardmore 
be prevented, denied; March 21, p 21. 

Commercial Club of Duluth vs Nor Pac 
et al; held that petition complaining of 
free storage at Duluth be dismissed; 
April 11, p 1. 

Commercial Club of Johnson City, Tenn., 
vs B & O et al; held that competitive 
conditions at Bristol, Va.-Tenn., not 
existing at Johnson City, render it per- 
missible for Sou Ry to haul traffic 
through Johnson City to Bristol at lower 
rates than it charges on same traffic to 
Johnson City; but that it is unlawful 
for defendants to,haul traffic through 
Johnson City to Morristown, Tenn., at 
less rates than they charge on same 
traffic to Johnson City; rates on canned 
goods, cement, classes and cotton piece 
goods from eastern points to Johnson 
City ordered reduced; July 4, p 46. 

Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Assn vs C B 
& Q et al; held that Iowa should enjoy 
the same feeding-in-transit privileges 
on live stock as are granted Kansas, 
Nebraska and other states west of the 
Missouri River; July 25, p 56. 

Cosmopolitan Shipping Co vs Hamburg- 
American Packet Co et al; held that the 
Commission has no _ jurisdiction over 
pooling of traffic by ocean carriers; 
complaint dismissed; March 28, p 8. 

Coomes & McGraw vs C M & St P; held 
that rates on broomcorn, C L, from Elk 
City, Okla., to Sioux City, Ia., should 
not exceed 60.85c per cwt; March 21, 
p 13. 

Cox Bros vs St L & S F; complaint, al- 
leging failure to furnish complainants 
with cars for the shipment of hay from 
Afton, Okla., to St. Louis, Mo., and 
other Missouri points, while during 
same time defendant furnished cars to 
shippers of corn at Afton and to ship- 
pers of hay at other specified points, 
uvon facts and circumstances disclosed 
by record, dismissed; Aug. 1, p 72. 

Crocker, H. S., Co vs A T & S F; held 
that rate applicable to holiday cards 
was properly applied to shipment of il- 
lustrated post cards and complaint dis- 
missed; Dec 19, p 43. 

Cummins & Bennet Co et al vs Sou Pac 
et al; held that rates on canned goods 
and dried fruits from Pacific Coast 
points to Nashville, Tenn., as compared 
with other points in Tennessee, Ohio 
and Kentucky. are not per se unreason- 
able nor discriminatory; June 20, p 15. 

Detroit Chemical Works vs Erie et al; 
held that rate on imported iron pyrites 
from New York to Detroit should be 
reduced from $3.32 to $2.81 per gross 
ton; April 1% p 18. 

Detroit Chemical Works vs Nor Cent et 
al: held that rate on imported iron py- 
rites from Baltimore, Md., to Detroit, 
Mich., should be reduced from $2.72 per 
gross ton to $2.21 per ton; April 18,.p 16. 
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East St. Louis Walnut Co vs CRI&P 
et al; held that rates on walnut logs, C 
lL, from Jacksonport, Ark., to St. Louis, 
Mo., and East St. Louis, I[ll., should not 
exceed 13c and 14%c, respectively; Dec. 
5b, Pp 52. 

Eddleman, D. J., et al vs Mid V; petition 
asking for order requiring defendant to 
re-establish its station at Elder, Okla., 
denied; Feb. 8, p 1 

Eichenberg, Carl, vs Sou Pac et al; held 
that granting to any person, for his 
exclusive use, space on defendant’s 
wharves at Galveston, Tex., for han- 
dling cottonseed meal and cake, while 
contemporaneously refusing similar 
privileges to other shippers, should be 
prohibited; exaction of wharfage charges 
trom one shipper and not from another 
prohibited; July 18, p 64. y 

England, Charles, & Co vs B & O; held 
that defendant is entitled to reparation 
on account of unlawful storage and in- 
surance charges assessed on specified 
shipments of rye at West Fairport, O.; 
June 13, p 10. 

Enid Ice & Fuel Co vs Ft Smith & W; 
complaint alleging unreasonable rates 
on coal from MeCurtain to Enid, Okla., 
dismissed for lack of jurisdiction; March 
oa, DP 38. 

Enid Ice & Fuel Co vs C RI & P; com- 
plaint alleging unreasonable rates on 
coal between certain Oklahoma points 
dismissed for lack of jurisdiction; March 
21, p 28. 

Erie Preserving Co vs L S & M §S et al; 
held that rates on canned goods, C L, 
from Irving, N. Y., to Burlington, Vt., 
should not exceed rates on same traffic 
from Irving, N. Y., to Boston, Mass.; 
July 4, p 64. 

Export Shivping Co vs B & O; Official 
Classification rules against consolidated 
C WU, viz., note to Rule 5B and Rule 
15E, held unlawful; Aug. 1, p 46. 

Export Shipping Co vs N Y C & St L 
et al: held that Official Classification 
rules against consolidated C L, viz., 
rote to Rule 5B and Rule 15E of Official 
Classification are unlawful; Aug. 1, p 46. 

Export Shipping Co vs Wabash et al; 
Official Classification rules against con- 
solidated C IL, viz., note to Rule 5B and 
Rule 15% of Official Classification held 
unlawful; Aug. 1, p 46. 

Fain & Stamps vs A C L et al; parties 
settle complaint and suit is ended by 
order of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion prescribing refrigeration charges 
on oranges, St. Petersburg, Fla., to At- 
lanta, Ga., at $35 per car; May 16, p 3. 

Field, Al G., vs Sou Ry et al; complaint 
praying for order directing re-estab- 
lishment of special party rates formerly 
accorded theatrical companies, dis- 
missed; April 18, p 79. 

Flaceus, C. T.., Glass Covs CCC & St L 
et al: held that rates on lime from 
MeVittys, O., to Tarentum, Pa., are not 
unreasonable; July 18, p 85. 

Flint & Walling Mfg Co vs Grand R & I 
et al; held that inasmuch as competi- 
tive -conditions exist at Nashville, 
Tenn., which do not exist at Gallatin, 
Tenn., Nashville rate cannot be taken 
as standard by which to measure Gal- 
latin rate; complaint involving rate on 
tanks and substructures from Kendall- 

_ ville, Ind.. to Gallatin, Tenn., dismissed; 
Nov. 28, p 37. 

& Walling Mfg Co vs LS &MS 
et al: held that joint through rate on 
water tanks and ‘substructures from 
Kendallville, Ind., to Beaver Dam, Wis., 
via Milwaukee, should not exceed 21\c, 
the sum of the locals on Milwaukee; 
reparation awarded: July 18, p 83. 

Florida Fruit & Vegetable Shippers’ Pro- 
tective Assn vs A C IL et al; held that 
all-rail rates on oranges and pineap- 
ples. C L. from Florida base points to 
northeastern cities are unreasonable 
and maxima substituted therefor; rail- 
and-water rates on vegetables held ex- 
eessive and lower maxima established; 
C TT. minimum on strawberries to north- 
ern points reduced from 200 to 175 crates 
per car: refrigeration charges held not 
unreasonable; Aug. 8, p 52. 

Forest City Freight Bureau vs Carriers 
in Western Classification territory; held 
that multigraphs. in cases, in L C L, 
should be classified as 1% times first 
class instead of double first class; April 
18. mn 24. 

Forest City Freight Bureau vs Carriers in 
Official Classification territory; held 
that wire brushes and brooms, not 
toilet, L C IL, should be classified third 
class; March 7, p 1. 3 

Forest City Freight Bureau vs Official 
Classification territory Carriers; com- 
plaint asking that wire coat hooks, 
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packed in cases, L C L, be classified 
fourth instead of third class dismissed; 
Feb. 15, p 3. 

Forster Bros. Co vs DS S & A et al; 
held that rate on cedar crossties, C L, 
from Wilcox and Ridge, Mich., to South 
Chicago, Ill., should not exceed 12c; that 
Commission cannot consider an erro- 
neous quotation by carrier’s agent as 
basis of an award of reparation to ship- 
per who thereby suffered damage; July 
18, p 85. 

Ft Smith Traffic Bureau vs St L& SF 
and Ill Cent; held that carrier has no 
right to maintain two separate and dis- 
tinct rates upon same commodity mov- 
iing in same direction over same route 
and between same points, and assess 
one or other rate according to use to 
— commodity is to be put; June 20, 
p ° 

Ft. Wayne Rolling Mill Covs N YC & 
St L et al; held, with respect to bar 
iron, that Joliet, Ill., should take Chi- 
cago rates on shipments to Ft. Wayne, 
Ind.; Nov. 21, p 46. 

Frye & Bruhn et al vs Nor Pac et al; 
held that rate of $170 per 36-foot car 
on live hogs, from Missouri River, St. 
Paul and points intermediate to Seat- 
tle, is not unreasonable and that former 
granting of rebates is not evidence that 
rate is unreasonable; May 9, p 1. 

Gamble-Robinson Commission Co vs Nor 
Pac; held that rates on apples from 
Nooksack, Wash., to Minneapolis ought 
not to exceed rates from Bellingham, 
_— and similar points; Nov 28, p 


General Electric Co vs N YC & H Ret 
al; held that complainant is not en- 
titled to compensation from carriers to 
cover cost of movements of loaded and 
empty cars between interchange tracks 
and certain shops, etc., within com- 
plainant’s plant inclosure; that com- 
plainant does nothing within its plant 
inclosure which it can lawfully call upon 
defendants to do for it, and therefore 
nothing for which it can lawfully de- 
mand compensation; that obligation of 
defendants involves only an acceptance 
and delivery of ears at some reasonably 
convenient point of interchange; com- 
plant dismissed; July 11, p 48. 

Gentry, F. J.. vs C RI & P et al; held 
that rate on slack coal from Weir and 
Midway, Kan., to Goltry, Okla., should 
- exceed $1.50 per ton; March 21, p 


Gentry, F. J.. vs A T & S F et al; held 
that through route and joint rate from 
Ashland, Tex., to Nash, Okla., be es- 
tablished on lumber, lath and shingles; 
route specified and rate fixed at 28%c; 
March 21, p 20. 


Georges Creek Basin Coal Co of Allegany 
County, Md., et al vs B & O et al; 
held that, upon special facts of the 
case, small-vein coal of district is en- 
titled, when water-borne, to same dif- 
ferential now accorded to mines on de- 
fendant’s lines in certain fields in Penn- 
sylvania and West Virginia producing 
coal of similar quality, to which mines 
small-vein mines of Georges Creek are 
intermediate; July 11, p 65. 

Georgia & Fla, application for an exten- 
sion of time to comply with hours of 
service law denied; Feb. 22, p 3. 

Georgia Rough & Cut Stone Co vs Georgia 
R Ret al; held that “marked capacity 
of car” rule in tariff was not unreason- 
able; April 25, p 19. 


Gist, J. T.. vs C RI & P et al; com- 
plaint alleging unreasonable rates on 
coal between certain Oklahoma points 
a. for lack of jurisdiction; March 
21, p 28. 

Goff-Kirby Coal Co vs Bess & L E; held 
Same rates should apply on both bitu- 
minous and cannel coal; April 25, p 16. 

Grand Rapids Plaster Co vs Pere M; held 
that rate on plaster, C L, from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to Milwaukee, Wis., via 
defendant railway and its car ferry, 
should not exceed 7%c; Dec. 5, p 51. 

Greater Des Moines Committee, Inc., vs 
C Gt W et al; held that rates on yellow 
pine lumber, C L, from Little Rock, 
Ark., and other shipping points south 
thereof in Arkansas, Louisiana and 
Texas, to Des Moines, Ia., should not 
exceed the rates on same traffic from 
same points of origin to Omaha, Neb.; 
July 18, p 63. 

Greater Des Moines Committee, Inc., vs 
Mo Pac et al; held that rates on yellow 
pine lumber, C L, from Little Rock, 
Ark., and other shipping points south 
thereof in Arkansas, Louisiana and 
Texas, to Des Moines, Ia., should not 
exceed the rates on same traffic from 







same points of origin to Omaha, Neb.; 
July 18, p_ 63. 

Greater Des Moines Committee, Inc., vs 
Wabash et al; held that rates on yel- 
low pine lumber, C L, from Little Rock, 
Ark., and other shipping points south 
thereof in Arkansas, Louisiana and 
Texas, to Des Moines, Ia., should not 
exceed the rates on same traffic from 
same points of origin to Omaha, Neb.; 
July 18, p 63. 

Green Bay Soap Co vs C M & St P et al; 
held that while under Western Classi- 
fication tallow, in barrels or other pack- 
ages with cloth covers, takes’ third- 
class rates, whereas same article, in 
barrels or casks with wooden tops, is 
rated at fourth class, method of closure 
being within choice of shipper and com- 
rlaint in this case should be dismissed; 
Dec. 19, p 50. 

Gump, M. 1L., & Co vs B & O et al; held 
that competitive conditions at Bristol, 
Va.-Tenn., not existing at Johnson City, 
Tenn., render it permissible for Sou Ry 
to héul traffic through Johnson City to 
Bristol at lower rates than it charges 
on same traffic to Johnson City, but 
that it is unlawful for defendants to 
haul traffic through Johnson City to 
Morristown, Tenn., at less rates than 
they charge on same traffic to Johnson 
City; rates on classes and canned goods 
from eastern points to Johnson City or- 
dered reduced; July 4, p 46. 

Haines, A. T., vs C RI & P et al; held 
that Interstate Commerce Commission 
has no authority over Oklahoma intra- 
state rates; that Commission can take 
cognizance of violations of Act to Reg- 
ulate Commerce only, redress or remedy 
for breaking other statutes must “be 
sought through the courts; rates on coal 
from Hartford, Ark., to Kingfisher, 
Okla.., held not unreasonable; March 21, 
p 25. 

Hardenberg, Dolson & Gray vs Nor Pac; 
held that through rate on hay from 
Portland, Ore., to Auburn, Wash., 
should not exceed the combination of 
locals upon Tacoma or Seattle, viz., 13c; 
reparation awarded; Dec 12, p 49. 


Hartville Celery Growers’ Assn vs Pac 
Express; complaint alleging unreason- 
able rate on express shipments of celery 
from Hartville, O., to Pittsburg, Pa., 
held unsubstantiated and dismissed; 
Dec. 19, p 43. 

Hayden & Westcott Lumber Co vs Gulf & 
S I et al; held that complainant is en- 
titled to reparation on lumber shipment 
which moved under rate which Com- 
mission had found unreasonable, viz, 
Central Yellow Pine Assn vs Ill Cent 
(10 ICC Rep, 505); Nov. 28, p 44. 

Hayden & Westcott Lumber Co vs Gulf & 
S I et al; held that complainant is en- 
titled to reparation on lumber shipment 
which moved under rate which Com- 
mission had found unreasonable in Cen- 
tral Yellow Pine Assn vs Ill Cent (10 
ICC Rep, 505); Nov. 28, p 45. 

Hayden & Westcott Lumber Co vs Gulf & 
S I et al; held that complainant is en- 
titled to reparation on lumber shipment 
which moved under rate which Com- 
mission had found unreasonable in Cen- 
tral Yellow Pine Assn vs Ill Cent (10 
ICC Rep, 505); Nov. 28, p 45. 


Hecker-Jones-Jewell Milling Co vs B & O 
et al; held that flour milled in transit 
at interior points should not be accorded 
a lower rate for export than is imposed 
upon the grain of complainant at New 
York City which is subsequently ground 
into flour and other grain products and 
exported, but carrier must make cer- 
tain grain taking this export rate is 
actually exported, shipper to bear ex- 
pense of necessary regulation to secure 
this last; July 25, p 53. 

Holeomb-Haves Co vs Ill Cent et al; held 
that complainant is entitled to .repara- 
tion of $3,071.56 on several shipments of 
crossties from points on Tenn Cent to 
points in Illinois; Jan. 4, p 6. 

Hussey, D. B., vs C RI & P; compiaint 
alleging unreasonable rate on shipment 
of crossties from Barnett to McAlester, 
I. T., dismissed because territory be- 
came state -after complaint was filed; 
Anpril.18. p 22; motion for rehearing de- 
nied; July 11, p 78. 


Hydraulic Press Brick Co vs St L& SF 


et al; held that rate on enameled brick 
from Cheltenham. Mo., to New Iberia, 
La., should be reduced from 48c to 30c; 
April 18, p 19. 


In the Matter of Allowances to Elevators 


by the Union Pac: Interstate Com- 


merce Commission issues supplemental 
report on and fixes date of hearing for 
May 8, 1908, at Washington; May 2, 
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p 14; held, on rehearing, that Union 
Pac make no_ allowance to Peavey 
Co on their grain or on grain 
received in their elevators that is not 
reshipped out within 10 days and that 
no allowance on grain belonging to 
Peavey & Co that has been mixeg 
treated, weighed or inspected in any of 
their elevators at Kansas City or Coun- 
cil Bluffs be granted; July 11, p 64. 

In the Matter of Allowance for Transfer 
of Sugar; held that allowances for 
transfer of sugar are rebates and violate 
law; “Dec. 26, p 36. 

In the Matter of Bills of Lading; Com. 
mission recommends adoptance of uni- 
form bill; July 18, p 47. 

In Re-demurrage Charges on_ Privately 
Owned Tank Cars; held private cars 
owned by shipper and hired to carrier 
are subject to demurrage charges when 
on tracks of carrier, but not when on 
private track of owner or consignee; 
April 25, p 3. 

In the Matter of Changes in Rules ana 
Regulations Governing Lighterage ang 
Delivery Service at Atlantic ports; pe- 
tition asking permission to suspend new 
tariffs until March 14, 1908, granted; 
March 7, p 3. ~ 

In the Matter of Extension to Comply 
with the Hours of Service Law: Com- 
mission dismisses petition of carriers 
for an extension of time within which 
to comply with law; March 14, p 2. 

In the Matter of Rates, Practices, Ac- 
counts and Revenues of Carriers Sub- 
ject to the Act to Regulate Commerce; 
report by Commissioner Lane on alleged@ 
rebating and false billing by the C & OQ; 
March 21, p 28. 

In the Matter of Rates, Practices, Ac- 
counts and Revenues of Carriers Sub- 
ject to the Act to Regulate Commerce; 
report of Commissioner Lane dealing 
with alleged illegal practices of the 
Sou Pac and Santa Fe; Feb. 22, p 3. 

Johnston, W. B., vs C RI & P; complaint 
alleging unreasonable rates on coal be- 
tween certain Oklahoma points dis- 
missed for lack of jurisdiction; March 
21, p 28. 

Johnston & Larimer Dry Goods Co et al 
vs Carriers East of Rocky Mountains; 
held that rates on cotton piece goods 
and knit goods from Atlantic seaboard 
territory are not unreasonable; April 25, 
p 13. 

Jones Bros Co vs Cent Vt et al; repara- 
tion awarded on account of overcharge, 
through assessment of unreasonable C L 
minimum, on C I, of building granite, 
from Barre, Vt.. to Bushwick Junction, 
L. I., N. Y.; July 18, p 88. 

Jones Bros. Co vs Cent Vt et al; repara- 
tion awarded on account of overcharge, 
through assessment of unreasonable 
carload minimum on carload of building 
granite from Bgrre, Vt., to Scranton, 
Pa.; July 11, p 77. 

Jones Bros. Co vs Cent Vt et al; repara- 
tion awarded on account of overcharge, 
through assessment of unreasonable 
carload minimum, on carload of build- 
ing granite from Barre, Vt., to Bush- 
wick Jct., Long Island, N. Y.; July 11, 
p 76. ” 


Jones Bros Co vs Montpelier & W R et al; 
reparation awarded account of over- 
charges, through assessment of unrea- 
sonable C L minimum, on three CL of 
granite, from Barre, Vt., to Troy, N. Y.; 
July 11, p 76. 

Jones Bros Co vs Montpelier & W R et al; 
reparation awarded on account of as- 
sessment of unreasonable C L minimum 
on C L of building granite, from Barre, 
Vt., to Chesaning, Mich., shipment be- 
_ assessed on L C L basis; July 11, p 


Jones Bros Co vs Montpelier & W R et al: 
reparation awarded on account of 
overcharge, through assessment of un- 
reasonable C L minimum, on C L of 
building granite, from Barre, Vt., to 
Chesaning, Mich.; July 11, p 77. 

Jones Bros Co vs Montpelier & W R et al; 
reparation awarded on account of over- 
charge, through assessment of unrea- 
sonable CL minimum, on two CL of 
building granite, from Barre, Vt., to 
Springfield, Mass.; July 11, p 77. 

Kansas City Cotton Mills Co vs CRI & 
P et al; held that rates of 55¢c and 57%c 
on raw cotton, from points in western 
and southwestern Oklahoma to Kansas 
Citv, Mo., are not unreasonable; com- 
plaint dismissed; Aug. 1, p 69. 

Kansas City Hay Co vs St L & §S F; held 
that shippers, having agreed to prepare 
certain cattle cars for hay shipments at 
their own expense, were not entitled to 
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reimbursement for expense thus _ in- 
curred; March 21, p 14. 


Kansas City Hay_ Dealers’ Assn vs Mo 
Pac et al; held that minimum C L 
weight required in hay traffic’ under 
published tariffs of defendants ought 
not to be disturbed, except as to cer- 
tain equipment of old style and small 
size; Dec. 19, p 46 

Katzmaier, J. N., vs A T & S F et al; 
held that reparation should be awarded 
on account of exaction of freight 
eharges for excess weight on shipment 
of coal from Williams, Okla., to Kan- 
sas City, Mo., it being shown that 
weight on which charges were assessed 
exceeded actual physical capacity of 
the car; Nov. 28, p 40 

Kaye & Carter Lumber Co vs CM & St P; 
held that complainant should’ be 
awarded reparation on allowance for 
weight of stakes used to secure lumber 
on car, because shortly after movement 
defendant filed tariff making such al- 
lowance on similar movements; Dec. 19, 
p 48. 

Kehoe, T. M., & Co vs Ill Cent; held that 
earrier’s former charge of $3 per car 
for privilege of reconsigning hay ship- 
ments at Cairo, Ill., was not unreason- 
able; reparation denied and complaint 
dismissed; Nov. 28, p 46. 


Kindal, George J., vs Adams Express et 
al; express rates from Omaha to Den- 
ver and from Denver to Ogden held ex- 
cessive and ordered reduced; May 2, 

15. 

Kingfisher Mill & Elevator CovsCRI& 
P; rates on coal from Hartford and 
Huntington, Ark., to Kingfisher, Okla., 
reaffirmed reasonable; milling in transit 
on grain petition held abandoned by 
complainant; complaint dismissed; 
March 21, p 27. 

Koch Secret Service vs L & N; held that 
reparation should be awarded because 
party rate for ten persons had been 
denied; May 16, p 5. 

Laning-Harris Coal & Grain Co vs St Joe 
& GI: W T L Tariff No 802, ICC No 
701, rates on coal from Springfield, IIl., 
to Leona, Kan., interpreted; April 18, 
p31. 

Laning-Harris Coal & Grain Co vs St L 
& S F: held that shippers were not en- 
titled to reimbursement for expense in- 
curred in preparing certain cattle cars 
for hay shipments, having agreed to 
make such preparations at their own 
expense; complaint dismissed; March 
21, p 14. 

Laning-Harris Coal & Grain Co vs Mo 
Pac et al; held that through rates must 
not apply unless there is actual through 
movement; March 21, p 2. 

Larsen, Wm., Canning Co vs C & N W 
et al; complaint alleging overcharge on 
shipments of canned vegetables between 
Green Bay, Wis., and Washington, O.. 
dismissed because shipper ordered rout- 
ing and regular rates were collected; 
April 11, p 2. 

La Salle & Bureau County R RvsC&N 
W; application of complainant that de- 
fendant be ordered to allow $3 for each 
loaded car delivered by it to defendant 
is dismissed; June 13, p 29. 

Lazarri & Barton Co vs Montpelier & W R 
et al; reparation awarded on account of 
overcharge, through assessment of un- 
reasonable C L minimum, on five C L 
of building granite, from Barre, Vt., to 
Woodlawn, N. Y.;_July 11, p 77. 

Leonard, J. H., vs K GC Sou and KC & 
Westport Belt; held that K C Sou 
should give to complainant benefit of 
$3 switching charge which it absorbs 
when delivery is made to connection for 
switching .purposes jwithin switching 
limits of Kansas City, although in this 
case delivery to Belt Railway is with- 
out such switching limits; June 13, p 2. 

Lewis, John H., et al vs CRI &P; com- 
plaints asking for re-establishment at 
Fanshawe, Okla., of facilities for 
handling interstate traffic dismissed by 
agreement; Feb. 22, p 5. 

Lincoln Commercial Club vs C RI & P 
et al; held that the rate upon coal 
from points of origin in Kansas and 
territory south and west of Missis- 
sippi River may be 15c ver ton higher 
to Lincoln than to Omaha; upon ‘pav- 
ing brick, 1%c; upon lumber, glass 
and glassware, salt, rice, egg case 
fillers and sugar rates to Lincoln 
shouvid not exceed those to Omaha; 
April 18. p 4. 

Long, G. B., & Co vs International Ry et 
al; through routes and joint rates for 
transportation of freight between New- 
fane, N. Y., and Pittsburg, Pa., having 


Love-Thomas Co vs B & O et al; held 


Lykes Steamship Line vs The Commer- 


MacBride Coal & Coke Co vs C St P M 


MacMurray, S. 


Manning, John B., vs C & A and La & 


p 5. 
Marshall, Michel, Grain Co vs Mo Pac; 


Marshall Oil Co vs C & N W et al; held 


been granted by defendants, complaint 
is dismissed; July 4, p 63 


that competitive conditions at Bristol, 
Va.-Tenn., not existing at Johnson 
City, Tenn., render it permissible for 
Sou Ry to haul traffic through John- 
son City to Bristol at lower rates than 
it charges on same traffic to Johnson 
City, but that it is unlawful for de- 
fendants to haul traffic through John- 
son City to Morristown, Tenn., at less 
rates than they charge on same traffic 
to Johnson City; rates on cotton piece 
goods from eastern points to Johnson 
City ordered reduced; July 4, p 46. 












cial Union et al; complaint alleging 
violation of law by defendant in giving 
shares of its capital stock to patrons in 
exchange for patronaage is dismissed 
for want of jurisdiction; April 18, p 24. 


& O; held that action should have 
been brought in a court of law and 
complaint dismissed; June 13, p 26. 


(doing business under 
name of Wood River Grain Co) vs 
Union Pac; allegation of discrimina- 
tion in car distribution dismissed for 
~— of sufficient evidence; May i6. 
p 2. 


Mo River; complaint asking for an in- 
vestigation into merger of C & A and 
La_& Mo River dismissed; Feb. 22, 


held that through rate on bran from 
Salina, Kan., to Little Rock, Ark., as 
published in tariff should apply on 
shipments in question and not com- 
bination of rate to Kansas City plus 
proportional rate from Kansas City to 
Little Rock; June 13, p 24. 


that complainant’s allegation of unjust 
rates on interstate shipments of petro- 
leum and its products, L C L, from 
Mason City, Ia., as compared with in- 
trastate rates in Iowa and Minnesota 
on the same commodities does not con- 
stitute sufficient basis for reduction in 
classification of said commodities; 
complaint dismissed; July 11, p 72. 

Marti, William, vs C M & St P; rate of 
34c on cattle from Leon, Kan., to Chi- 
cago, Ill., held unreasonable to the ex- 
tent of 2%c; May 16, p 1. 

Masurite Explosive Co vs P & L E et al; 
held that masurite should take lower 
rate than dynamite and_ should be 
classified as 1% times first class in 
LC L and second class in carloads, 
20,000 minimum; April 25, p 17. 

McCaull-Dinsmore Co vs C Gt W et al; 
held that certain shipments of grain 
from Farmers, Brenner and Hastings, 
Neb., to Chicago, Ill., should have been 
routed via Omaha, Neb., instead of St. 
ea aa reparation awarded; Nov. 
«oO, p . 

McCormick, B. & B., vs C B & Q; com- 
plainants’ petition that defendant be 
compelled to install a switch at com- 
plainants’ farm near Peru, Ill., dis- 
— upon facts in case; Dec. 19, p 


Milwaukee-Waukesha Brewing Co vs C 
M & St P et al; petition to establish 
C L rates on mixed shipments of beer 
products and mineral water dismissed; 
Jan. 4, p 4. 

Merchants’ Freight. Bureau of Little 
Rock, Ark.. vs Mid V et al; held that 
failure of defendant to establish 
through routes and joint rates on cot- 
tonseed, C L. from certain points on 
its’ line in Oklahoma to Little Rock, 
Ark., unduly discriminates against 
complainant in favor of Fort Smith, 
Ark., and Muskogee, Okla.; routes and 
rates to be- established specified; 
March 28, p 16. 

Merchants’ Traffic Association of Denver 
vs A T & S F et al; held that rate on 
camera and camera stands from St. 
Touis to Denver is not excessive; that 
rate on motorcycles from St. Louis to 
Denver should not exceed rate on 
bievecles: March 28, p 7. 

Merchants’ Traffic Association of Denver 
vs Carriers varticipating in Transconti- 
nental Traffic; held that rate on cot- 
ton piece goods from New England 
points. to Denver should not exceed 
$1.50; that findings in former case are 
not sufficient evidence to establish right 
of Commission to make order, but that 
under amended act entire matter must 
be tried de novo; March 28, p 6. 

Merchants’ Traffic Association vs Pacific 
Express Co; complaint alleging unrea- 
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sonable rate on cream and milk from 
St. Paul, Neb., to Denver, Colo., dis- 
missed upon carrier filing tariff nam- 
ing rate asked for by complainant; 
Feb. 22, 2. 


Miller Wainut Co vs A T & S F and 


Gulf Colo & S F; held that rate on 
walnut lumber from Oklahoma City, 
Okla., to Galveston, Tex., for export 
should not exceed 21%c; Jan. 18, p 5. 


Minersville Coal Co vs Sou Ry; held 


that plan’ of car distribution was un- 
duly preferential and rules governing 
same prescribed; May 2, p 2 


Minneapolis Threshing Machine “Co vs C 


M & St P et al; held that joint rate 
on machinery from Hopkins, Minn., to 
Abbyville, Kan., should not exceed sum 
of locals, viz., 54c; reparation awarded; 
Nov. 28, p 43. 


Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co vs C 


RI & P; reparation of $640.52 awarded 
complainant as overcharges on ship- 
ments returned to a branch house at 
full rates when tariff provided for half 
rates on shipments returned to pot 
of origin, branch house being inter- 
mediate to shipping point and point of 
origin; Feb. 22, p 1. 


Missouri and Kansas Shippers’ Associa- 


tion vs A T & S F, Mo Pac and K C 
Belt (four cases); held that com- 
plainant, a voluntary organization, had 
no standing and complaints ordered 
dismissed; April 25, p 1 


Momsen, Gus, & Co vs Gila Val Globe 


& Nor et al; held that complainant is 
entitled to reparation on shipment of 
one carload of corrugated iron from 
Newport, Ky., to Globe, Ariz., because 
through joint rate exceeded sum of 
locals and has since been reduced to 
such combination; Dec. 19, p_ 52. 


Montgomery Freight Bureau vs West of 


Ala et al; held that rate of $2.40 per 

ton on fertilizer from Montgomery, 

Ala., to certain points upon lines of 

Ala & Vicks and N O & N E are un- 

reasonable; maximum rates to _ be 

Sore fixed by the Commission; July 
» DP 


Montgomery Freight Bureau vs M & O 


et al; held that rates on fertilizer from 
Montgomery, Ala., to points upon the 
Sou Ry in Mississippi, west of West 
Point, Miss., are unreasonable; maxi- 
mum _ schedule substituted therefor; 
July 25, p 70. 


Muskogee Commercial Club and Musko- 


gee Traffic Bureau vs M K & T; mo- 
tion for rehearing in cotton compress 
case denied; Jan. 25, p 2. 


National Petroleum Association vs Ann 


Arbor R R et al; held that omnibus 
complaint challenging rates and classi- 
fication on a commodity without spe- 
cific evidence on individual rates at- 
tacked should be dismissed without 
prejudice; complaint so dismissed; 
July 14, p 76. 


National Petroleum Association vs C M & 


St P et al; held that rate on petroleum 
and its products from Chicago, IIl., 
to Omaha, Neb., should not exceed 
24.3c; July 18, p 74 


National Petroleum Association vs C M 


& St P; held that complaint, attack- 
ing reasonableness of local rate used 
in combination, joint rates lower than 
combination rate being established sub- 
sequent to filing of complaint and com- 
plaint ‘not being amended to attack 
joint rates under which shipments 
are actually made, should be dismissed 
without prejudice; July 18, p 73. 
National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ As- 
sociation et al vs A C L et al; held 
that regulations of defendants requir- 
ing shippers of lumber on open cars to 
stake and secure loads for safe car- 
riage are not unjust or unreasonable; 
complaint dismissed; July 11, p 55. 
National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ As- 
sociation et al vs P R R et al; held 
that regulations of defendants requir- 
ing shippers of lumber on open cars to 
stake and ‘secure loads for safe car- 
riage are not unjust or unreasonable; 
complaint dismissed; Julv 11, p 55. 
Nebraska State Railway Commission vs 
Union Pac; held that rates on_coal 
from Rock Springs and Hanna, Wyo., 
are unreasonable and that there is no 
justification for maintenance of blanket 
rate on coal to all points on defend- 
ant’s lines in Nebraska; rate of $4.50 
per ton on lump coal from Rock 
Springs and $3.50 from Hanna to points 
in Nebraska ordered reduced and new 
schedule prescribed; April 18, p 1. 
New Albany Furniture Co vs MJ & K C 
et al; held that rates on furniture from 
‘New Albany, Miss., should. not- exceed 
to Baltimore, 58c; to Philadelphia, 59c; 
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New York Hay Exchange 


Nicola, 


Ocheltree 


Ocheltree Grain Co vs CRIP: 


Oklahoma, 


Oklahoma, State of, vs AT & SF; 


Oklahoma, 


74. 
Oklahoma & Arkansas Coal 





to New York, 6l1c, 


and 
June 13. p 12. 


Boston, 62c; 


New Albany Furniture Co vs St L & S F 


et al; held that the rates on 
ture from Néw Albany, Miss., 
more should not exceed 58c, 
delphia 59c, 
Boston 62c; 


furni- 
to Baiti- 
to Phila- 
to New York 6lc and to 
June 13, p 12. 
Association vs 
P R R et al; held that reasonable 
track storage charges at yards in 
Greater New York should not excecd 
the following per car, to wit: First-two 
days, nothing; third day, $1; fourth 
day, $1; fifth and each sueceeding day, 
$2; July 11, p 41. 

Stone & Myers Co vs L & N 
et al; held that complainant is entitled 
to reparation on shipments of lumber 
from carriers who actually participated 
in movement; July 11, p 60. 


North Bros. vs St L & $ F; held that 


any proportional rate on hay, " 
from Kansas City, Mo., to Cape 
Girardeau, Mo., in excess of 15c, is un- 
reasonable; March 21, p 16. 

Grain Co vs St L & S RB; 
reparation awarded on shipments of 
snapped corn which moved under rate 
in excess of one previously maintained 
and which was subsequently reduced to 
its old level; Jan. 18, p 5. 


held 


that defendant maintain its present} 
rate on snapped corn for two yeurs; 
defendant, after filing of complaint, 


having reduced its rate and refunded 
overcharges to shipper; March 28, p 17. 
State of, vs A T & S F;! 
held that rates on coal from Pittsburg, | 
Kan., and certain Colorado points to 
various points in Oklahoma are not 
unreasonable; complaint 
Nov. 28, p 47. 

upon 
showing of satisfactory adjustme nt of 
complaint which assailed wheat rates, 
C L, from Oklahoma points to Kan- 
sas City, Mo., complaint, at 
of complainant’s attorney, dismissed 
without prejudice; July 11, p 74. 
State of, vs AT & S Fet al; 
complaint alleging unreasonable 


rates 
on grain and _ grain products from 
Ponca City, Okla., to Arkansas points, | 


upon showing of satisfactory 
ment, dismissed at request’ of com- 
plainant’s attorney without prejudice; 
July 11, p 74. 


Oklahoma, State of, vs CRI & P et al; 


complaint alleging unjust and unrea- 
sonable rates on live stock from nu- 
merous Oklahoma points to Ft. Worth, 
Tex., upon showing of satisfactory ad- 
justment, dismissed at request of com- 
re attorney without prejudice; 
uly 11, p 74. 


Oklahoma, State of, vs M K & T; com- 


Plaint alleging unjust and unreason- 
able rates on lumber, C L, from 
Shreveport, La., to common points in 
Oklahoma, upon showing of satisfac- 
tory adjustment, dismissed at request 
of complainant’s attorney without 
prejudice; July 11, p 74. 


ae ‘State of, vs C RI & P et ai; 


upon showing of satisfactory adjust- 
ment, complaint alleging lumber (yel- 
low pine) rates from Texas, Louisiana 
and Arkansas to Oklahoma points were 
unjust and unreasonable, upon. request 
of complainant’s attorney, dismissed 
without prejudice; July 11, p 74. 


Oklahoma, State of. vs C R-I & P: upon 


showing of satisfactory 
complaint involving lump and slack 
coal rates from Mansfield and Hartford, 
Ark., to points in Oklahoma, upon re- 
quest of complainant’s attorney, dis- 
missed without prejudice; July 11, p 


adjustment, 


Traffic Bu- 
reau vs C RI & P et al; held that 
rates on coal from Oklahoma-Arkansas 
field to 56 cities in Texas and Louisi- 
ana are unreasonable; maximum rates 
prescribed; July 18, p 58. 


Oklahoma Mill Co vs C RTI & P et al; 


complaint alleging unreasonable rates 
on _ coal from Hartford and Huntington, 


Ark., to Kingfisher, Okla., dismissed; 
March 21, p 27. 


Oregon & Washington Lumber Manu- 


facturers’ Association vs Union Pac et 
al; held that advance on lumber rates 
from points in Oregon, Washington, 
British Columbia, Idaho and Montana 
to nearly all eastern points to which 
this lumber is shipped was unreason- 
able and rate adjustment no higher 
than that which was in effect prior 
to Nov. 1, 1907, ordered; June 27, p 1. 


Oshkosh Logging’ Tool Co et alvs C & 


N W et al; held that defendants’ joint 


adjust- | 
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dismissed; | 


| 
| 


request | 





through rates on shipments of com- 
plainants’ articles from points in C F 
A territory to points in the Fox River 
Valley, Wis., are unreasonable and un- 
just, as they are, as a rule, higher than 
combination of locals; July 4, p 44. 
Oshkosh Logging Tool Co et al vs C M 
& St P et al; held that defendants’ 
joint through rates on shipments of 
complainants’ articles from points in 
C F A territory to points in the Fox 
River Valley, Wis., are unreasonable 
and unjust, as they are, as a rule, 
higher than combination of locals; Juiy 
4, p 44 
Ottumwa 


Bridge Co vs C M & St P; 
held that rate of i16c on _ structural 
iron from Ottumwa, Ia., to Kansas 


City, Mo., is reasonable, but that the 
voluntary reduction of rate is not con- 
clusive evidence of the unreasonable- 
ness of former rate and that shipper 
is not entitled to reparation; complaint 
dismissed; July 4, p 54. 

Ottumwa Bridge Co vs C RI & P; held 
that rate of i16c on _ structural iron 
from ‘Ottumwa, Ta., to Kansas City, 
Mo., is reasonable, but that voluntary 
reduction of rate is not conciusive 
evidence of unreasonableness of former 
rate and does not entitle shipper to 
reparation; complaint dismissed; July 
4, p 54. 

Pacific Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation vs Nor Pac et al: held that 
Commission cannot order establishment 
of through routes and joint rates via 
Union Pac to points in eastern Colo- 
rado because another through route 
exists, but that through routes and 
joint rates should be established via 
Union Pac to certain points in Utah; 
June 27, p 18. 


Pacific Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation vs Nor Pac et al; held that 
rates on lumber from points on de- 
fendants’ lines in Washington, Oregon, 
Idaho, Montana and British Columbia 


to all points in territory west of a 
line running through and _ including 
Pembina and Grand Forks, N. D., 


Moorehead and _ Breckinridge, Minn., 
Sioux City and Council Bluffs, Ia., St. 
Joseph and Kansas City, Mo., Van 
Buren, Ark., and Galveston, Tex., are 
unreasonable and unjust to the extent 
that they exceed those that were in 
effect on Oct. 31, 1908; that the rates 
now im effect from said points of origin 
to the territory east of the territory 
above described are unreasonable and 
unjust to the’ extent that they exceed 
oc per 100 pounds above the rates in 
effect Oct. 31, 1907: June 27, p 19. 
Pacific Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation et al vs A T & S F et al: 
held that regulations of the defendants 
requiring shippers of lumber on open 
ears to stake and secure loads for 
safe carriage are not unjust or unrea- 


sonable; complaint dismissed; July 1i, 

Pp 55d. 

Patten, Wm., vs Wis Cent et al: com- 
plaint alleging unreasonable rate on 
lumber, C L, from Boyd, Wis., to 
Palermo, N. D., dismissed; July 11, 


p kb 

Pauls Valley Compress & Storage (o vs 
Gulf Colo & S F et al; petition asking 
that the practice of permitting ship- 
pers to concentrate cotton at Gaines- 
ville and other Texas points from vi- 
cinity of Pauls Valley and from points 
north of Pauls Valley be prevented, 
denied; March 21, p 21. 


Payne-Gardner Co vs L & N; held that 
rate of 3lc per 100 pounds on sugar 
from New Orleans, La., to Gallatin, 
Tenn., is unreasonable and that rate 
should not exceed 25c; June 13. p 2i. 

Pecos Mercantile Co vs A T & S Fet al; 
complaint alleging class rates from 
Chicago. St. Louis, Omaha and WDen- 
ver to El Paso, Tex., unduly prejudice 
Pecos, Tex., dismissed; March 21, p 23. 


Phillips, J. L., & Co vs Ill Cent et ai: 
held that complainant is entitled to 
reparation on shipments of lumber 
from carriers who actually participated 
in movement; July 11, p 60. 

Phillips, J. L.. & Co vs Sou Ry et ai; 
held that complainant is entitled to 
reparation on shipments of lumber 
from carriers who actually participated 
in movement; July 11, p 60. 

Phillips, J. L., & Co vs Sou Ry et al; 
held ‘that complainant is entitled to 
reparation on shipments of lumber 
from carriers who 1, participated 
in movement; July 11, Pe 

Pittsburg Plate Glass o vs Ill Cent; 
complaint alleging unjust discrimina- 
tion in rates against domestic ship- 


Quimby, 


p le 
Rail & River 
that in time of car shortage ruailway: 





6. 
Reynolds. 


ments of plate glass in favor 


of im- 
port shipments, 


dismissed; Feb. 1, p 7, 
Pittsburg Plate Glass Co vs P C C& 
St L et al; complaint alleging unjust 
discrimination in rates against domes. 
tic shipments of plate giass in favor 
of import shipments, dismissed; Feb, 
ic pd 
Platten Produce Co vs C M & Si P et 
al; complaint alleging unreasonable 
rate on mixed carload of potatues, cab- 
bages and onions trom Green Bay, 
Wis., to Poplar Bluff, Mo., based on ap 
alleged lower rate via another line, 
which rate was shown to have been 
erroneously quoted, is dismissed; Noy, 
21, p. 46. 
Potlatch Lumber Co et al vs Nor Pac 
et al; held that present adjustment of 
rates on lumber from 


interior mills 
in Washington, Oregon and Idaho to 
points in North and South Dakota, 
Minnesota, Iowa, Illinois, Nebraska’ 


Kansas, Missouri and Colorado is un- 
reasonable and ordering differentials 
under rates oa Pacific Coast points; 
June 27, p 


Powhatan Goal “& Coke Co vs Nort & 


West et al; held that the coke oven 
basis of car distribution does not fairly 
measure the relative rights of vurious 
operators in said coal district; new 
basis of allotment ordered; Feb. 1, p 1, 
Pueblo Transportation Association yg 
Sou Pac et al; held that tariff [cgany 
filed with the ICC is lawfully bind- 
ing on both shippers and carriers 
even though it was not posted ai sia- 
tions fully thirty days prior to its ef- 
fective date; July 4, p 56. 
Ss. k et al vs Maine Cent et al; 
held that inability_ of inhabitants of 
eastern portion of Washington County, 
Me., to take advantage of milling-in- 
transit privilege on corn ensoyed py 
Bangor and Lewiston, Me., is due to 
complainants’ natural location and is 
not a discrimination; complaint dis- 
missed; March 28, p 14 


Rahway Valley R Rvs DL & W; held 


that complainant is entitled to a switch 
connection with the defendants’ line at 
Summit, N. J.; that Section 1 of the 
Act to Regulate Commerce, relating to 
switch connections, does not grant 
plenary discretion to the Commission 
as to the advisability of such connec- 
tion, but specifies the conditions upon 
which it becomes the duty of a carrier 
to make such connection; July ll, 


Coal Co vs B & O; held 


fuel and private coal cars must be 
counted against the distribution shares 
of available system cars’ which op- 
erator, to whom private cars belong or 
to whom foreign railway fuel cars are 
consigned, is entitled to according to 
his mine rating; that, in time of car 
shortage said cars shall always be de- 
livered to operator owning them or to 
whom they are consigned, and that, if 
they do not make up operator’s share 
according to his rating, enough system 
ears are to be added to complete his 
quota; July 4, p 57. 


Railroad Commission of Kentucky vs L 


& N et al; complaint alleging discrimi- 
nation against Owensboro and Hen- 
derson, Ky.. in favor of Evansville, 
Ind., on traffic to points in Trunk Line 
and C F A territory; dismissed; April 
18, p 7. 


Randolph Lumber Co vs S A L et al; 


held that a higher rate on lumber from 
Chester, Va., to Ohio points than ap- 
plies from Petersburg, Va., to same 
points violates long and short haul 
clause of act to regulate commerce; 
June 13, p 25; motion for rehearing 
denied; July 18, p 87. 


Raven Red Ash Coal et al vs Norf & 


West; held that Clinch Valley, Va., 
coal fields are entitled to same rates 
on coal, C L, eastbound as is granted 
the Pocahontas and Tug River, W. Va., 
we March 21, p 28; March 28, 
p 18. 


Reed, J. W., vs C M & St P et al; com- 


plaint alleging unreasonable rates on 
eattle from Portal, N. D., to Chicago, 
Il., as result of minimum carload 
weights assessed; dismissed for want 
of evidence; Dec. 19, p 53. 


Reliance Textile & Dye Works vs Sou 


Ry et al: complaint alleging undue 
discrimination in rates on cotton piece 
goods against Cincinnati, O., as com- 
para with Chicago; dismissed; Jan. 18, 


George R., vs Southern Ex- 
press Co; held rate on cream of $3.90 
per 10- gallon can from Columbia, 
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consolidated carload, carrier may make 
charge not to exceed 1 cent per 100 
lbs; Aug. 1, p 64. 

Wilson, John A., vs C M & St P et al; 
held that complainant is’ entitled to 
reparation on a shipment of grain 
products from Kansas City, Mo., to 
Howard, Wis., for the reason that sum 
of locals exceeded joint rate since ap- 
plied; Dec. 5, p 48. 

Wilson Produce Co et al vs P R R; held 
that, in view of local conditions at 
Pittsburg, Pa., defendants’ track stor- 
age charges on C L shipments of fruit 
and produce at Pennsylvania Lines 
produce yards, to wit: first 48 hours, 
nothing; second 48 hours, $1 per day; 
third 48 hours, $3 per day; each suc- 
ceeding day or fraction thereof until car 
is released, $4, are not unreasonable nor 
discriminatory; complaint dismissed; 
July 11, p 46. 

Winters Metallic Paint CovsA T&S F 
et al; held that rate of 90 cents on 
ground iron ore from Chicago rate 
points to Pacific Coast is unreasonable 
and rate of 60 cents ordered; April 25, 


p 20. 

Wood River Grain Co vs Union Pac; see 
MacMurray, above. 

Wyman, Partridge & Co et alvsB & M 
et al; held that unless railway forming 
part of lake-and-rail route holds itseif 
responsible for losses arising from 
perils at sea, it should tender to the 
public transportation contract which 
leaves shipper free to arrange his own 
marine insurance; that advanced rates 
from eastern points to Chicago and 
Minneapolis be reduced unless carriers 
definitely assume marine insurance; 
March 28, p 1 


DELIVERING CARRIER © 

Claims: Delivering carrier cannot ac- 
cept authority of connecting line in 
paying claims, but must investigate 
and ascertain lawful rates; Bul 1-15; 
Jan, 18, p 10. 2 ‘ 

Demurrage: Delivering carrier must 
collect demurrage charges even 
though they result from error of an- 
other carrier; Bul 1-32; Feb. 15, p 59. 

Disputes: When delivering carrier de- 
mands more than lawful rate, con- 
signee is released from demurrage 
charges accruing during pendency of 
dispute as to lawful rate; Bul 1-32; 
Feb. 15, p 59. . 

Undercharges: Delivering carrier must 
collect undercharges although they 
result from error in billing by initial 
earrier or connection; Bul 1-16; Jan. 
18, p 10 


DEMURRAGE BUREAUS. ; 
Ohio: Ohio carriers decide to abolish 
bureaus and organize a_ state car 

service association; Dec. 19, p 42. 


DENSITY OF TRAFFIC 
Rates: Volume of traffic and number 
of carriers operating in certain ter- 
ritory have great influence on rate 
adjustment; R R Com of Ky vs 
L & N et al; April 18, p 1. 


DENVER, COLO. 

Class Rates: To Pecos, Tex., as com- 
pared with rates to El Paso, Tex: 
Held not to unduly prejudice Pecos; 
Pecos Mercantile Co vs AT &S F 
et al; March 21, p 23. 


DENVER CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
Rate Advance: Seeks data on freight 
rate advance; Aug. 22, p 47. 


DES MONIES, IA. : 

Lumber, yellow pine, C_ L, from Little 
Rock, Ark., and _ shipping vpoints 
south thereof in Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas: Held that rates should 
not exceed rates from same points tu 
Omaha, Neb.; Greater Des Moines 
Committee, Inc.. vs C Gt W et al; 
same vs Mo Pac et al; same vs 
Wabash et al; July 18, p 63. 


DETROIT WHOLESALERS’ ASSN, 
Protests to state board against intra- 
Ye oo baggage charges; July 
, p 


DISCRIMINATION 
Contracts: Held that giving of undue 
preference to any shipper is con- 
demned by statute, and it can make 
no differencg that such preference is 
given by a contract, which prvorts 
to be a lease of property; Eichen- 
berg vs Sou Pac et al; July 18, p 64. 
Privileges Confined to a Class: Held 








DISPUTES 


DIVISIONS 


DIXON, GEO. D., F. T. M., Pennsylva- 


DOLLIVER, J. P., Senator from Iowa. 


DRAYAGE CHARGES. See ‘“Charges.’’ 


that railroad company by granting 
privilege which, although ostensibiy 
open to whole public, can, in nature 
of things, only be taken advantage of 








than passengers and employes of the 
carrier shall be carried at less than 
full tariff rate; Bul 2-87. 


by certain shippers, creates thereby EGG CASE FILLERS 


discrimination which may or may 
not be undue, according to circum- 
stances in each case; Traffic Bureau, 
etc., vs C B & Q etc. (5 cases); July 
18, p 51. 


Carriers: Commission refuses to inter- 
vene in dispute between carriers over 
distribution of proceeds of sale of 
shipment sold to pay freight charges; 
Bul 1-41; March 21,-p 1. 

Demurrage: When delivering carrier 
demands more than lawful rate, con- 
signee is released from demurrage 
charges accruing during pendency of 
dispute as to lawful rate; Bul 1-32; 
Feb. 15, p 59. 


Carrier’s Revenue Must Be Protected: 
Held that where a carrier not only 
furnishes local markets reached by 
no other road, but also serves a pro- 
ducing territory ample to supply the 
needs of those markets, no division 
can in justice be made that does not 
fully protect its revenues, so far as 
that can be done reasonably and 
without altogether overlooking the 
earnings of its connections or with- 
drawing from shippers their right to 
transportation service at reasonable 
rates; Star Grain & Lumber Co et al 
vs AT & S F et al; July 25, p 65. 

Lumber, originating points on Cotton 
Belt Route to local points on Santa 
Fe system in Oklahoma, Kansas, 
Colorado and Missouri: St L S W, 
St LS W of Tex, Eastern Texas ai- 
lowed 10c as their, or its, proportion 
thereof for the haul from point of 
origin to junction with Gulf Colo & 
S F at Fort Worth, Tex.; Star Grain 
& Lumber Co et alvs AT &S F 
et_al; July 25, p 65. 

No Fixed Basis: Held that, in fixing a 
division between carriers of join: 
rates ordered to be established, al! 
circumstances, conditions and equities 
fairly affecting their several inter- 
ests and precludes the idea that the 
divisions must be adjusted on a mile- 
age or any other fixed basis; Star 
Grain & Lumber Co et al vs AT & 
S F et al; July 25, p 65. 

Proceeds, of Sold Shipments: Commis- 
sion refuses to intervene in dispute 
between carriers over division of pro- 
ceeds of sale of shipment sold to pay 
-_— charges; Bul 1-41; March 21. 
p il. 


nia R R. 
——_ — prompt action on; July 
ip 


Introduces bill in Congress giving the 
Interstate Commerce Commission con- 
trol of stock issues of carriers, tele- 
graph and telephone companies doing 
an interstate business; Dec. 12, p 60. 


DRIED FRUITS 

Pacific Coast- Terminals to Nashvilie, 
Tenn.: Held that rates to Nashviile 
as compared with rates to other 
points in Tennessee, Ohio and Ken- 
tucky are not per se unreasonable or 
discriminatory; Cummins & Bennet 
Co et al vs Sou Pac Co et al; 
June 20. p 15. 


DULUTH, MINN. ‘ 
Storage: Complaint of Commercial 
Club vs Nor Pac et al against free 
storage at Duluth dismissed by Inter- 
state we Commission; April 
ll, p 


DUNHAM, H. B., Traffic Manager Hock- 
ing Valley R. R. 

Appointment: H. B. Dunham appointed 
traffic manager of the Hocking Val- 
ley and the Zanesville & Western; 
Oct. 3, p di. 


EATING HOUSES 
Transportation for: Carriers may pro- 
vide eating house for passengers and 
employes, but such eating house must 
not serve general public with food 
prepared from commodities whie> 
have been carried at less than full 
published rate, and no utensil, fue! 
or servants employed in serving othe- 











Lincoln, Neb., from Southwestern 
Points to Lincoln: Held that rates 
should not be higher than to Omaha; 
Lincoln Com Club vs CRI & Petal; 
April 18, p 4. 


ELECTRIC RAILROADS 


Act to regulate commerce makes no 
distinction between steam and elec- 
tric railroads; Chi & Milw Electric 
vs Ill Cent et al; Jan. 4, p 1. 

Interchange of Freight: Business men 
at Marshall and Albion, Mich., seek 
interchange of freight between Grand 
Trunk and Michigan United; April 4, 


Pp 16. 

Ohio: Ohio Electric puts in through 
service from Columbus, O., to Rich- 
mond, Ind.; Jan. 18, p 62. 

Tariffs: Tariffs distinguishing between 
shipments handled by steam and elec- 
trical power are unlawful; Bui 1-2. 

Virginia: Lines gain permission of 
state commission to double passenger 
fares ‘between Newport: News and 
Hampton, Va.; Aug. 8, p 66. 

Wisconsin: John I. Beggs speaks of 
proposed legislation in state of Wis- 
consin; May 2, p 30. 


ELEVATION 


Allowance for Unlawful: Held that pay- 
ment of an elevation allowance to 
elevators located upon Missouri River 
is an undue and unlawful discrimina- 
tion; Traffic Bureau, ete., vs C B & 
Q, etc. (five cases); July 18, p 51. 

Allowances: Time for discontinuing of 
extended until Jan. 1, 1909; motion 
for rehearing of case denied; Traffic 
~— ete... va C B & @; Oct. Si, 


p e 

Chicago Board of Trade: Decides to 
take no Official action against Inter- 
state Commerce Commission’s order 
a grain elevation case; Nov. 14, p 


Must Be in Tariff: Held that an al- 
lowance made to the shipper to cover 
the cost of car-door boards placed by 
shipper in stock cars to transport 
coal to be valid must be plainly stated 
in tariff; Victor Fuel Co vs A T & 
S F; July 4, p 62. 

Unlawful: Held that advantages that 
are unlawful may be enjoyed in ways 
that do not involve direct payment 
of rebates; an allowance made by 
carrier to an elevator when on their 
Own grain, which has been mixed, 
treated, stored, weighed or inspected 
in grain owner’s elevator, or which 
has not been reshipped out within 
10 days, amounts pro tanto to a con- 
tribution to the elevator of the cost 
of securing the commercial benefits 
growing out of tne mixing, treating, 
storing, weighing or inspection of its 
grains, and is an undue preference 
and therefore unlawful; In the Mat- 
ter of Allowances to Elevators by 
the Union Pac; July 11, p 64. 


ELKINS ACT 


Courts: U. S. Supreme court holds that 
suits pending under this act were 
not invalidated by the Hepburn Act; 
finding of lower court holding Gt Nor 
— of rebating affirmed; Feb. 29, 


p il. 

Courts: U. S. Supreme court holds in 
Armour vs United States that a con- 
tract between carrier and shipper to 
transport goods at named rate is 1n- 
validated if carrier subsequently files 
advanced rates and that shipper, 
after such advance has gone into ef- 
fect, is guilty of receiving rebates 1f 
he has shipments moved at the con- 
tract rate; March 21, p 31. 

ELLIOTT, ASHLEY 

Utterances: Manager Illinois and Iowa 
Demurrage Assn addresses twenty- 
first annual convention of Central 
Assn of Ry Officers on “‘Car Efficiency 
Deficiencies;’”’ Oct. 24, p 59. 


EMPLOYES, FAMILY OF DEAD 


Free Transportation: Provision that 
passes may be granted to families of 
employes killed .n service of common 
carriers does not include families of 
employes who died natural deaths 
while in service of carrier (Conf Rul); 
Oct. 31, p 49 
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EQUALIZING 
Tariffs: Practice of carrier stating that 


EXPLOSIVES 


EMPLOYES, FORMER 
Free Transportation: Pass may be is- 


sued to bona fi,de ex-employes of any 
earrier who is traveling for purpose 


of entering service of any such car-|] EXPORT. See also ‘‘Rates (Export).” 
Canadian Pacific Railway: Agrees to 


rier, whether such service has or has 
not previously been arranged for 
(Conf Rul); Oct, 31, p 49. 


&MPLOYES 
Newspaper: Held that employes of 


newspapers riding on special trains 

are not entitled to free or reduced 

transportation under act; 15A-R65. 
) 


it will meet rates or fare of com- 
petitor held unlawful; 15A-R61. 


ERROR OF AGENT 
Ticket: Station agent fails to indorse 


“colonist ticket’? on regular ticket 
sold upon published colonist rate: 
Held that connecting carriers must 
be paid full proportion of first-class 
rate; Bul 2-69; June 20, p 1 


ESTOPPEL 
Held that bringing suit in U. S. Cir- 


cuit court not a bar to subsequent 
proceedings before Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; Baer Bros Mere 
Co vs Mo Pac et al; April 18, p 11. 


‘ 


ETTELSON, SAMUEL A., State Senator, 


Illinois. 


Legislation: Drafts public service com- 


mission measure for introduction at 
next session of legislature; Nov. 21, 
p 53. 


EVANSVILLE, IND. 
Discrimination: Complaint of Owens- 


boro & Henderson, alleging discrimi- 
nation, dismissed; Railroad Com _ of 
Ky vs L & N et al; April 18, p 7. 


EVIDENCE 
Burden of Proof: Held that burden of 


proof is always on party who at- 
tacks a rate; Banner Milling Co et al 
vs N Y C & H R et al; July 25, 


p 48. 

Precedent: Weight of conclusions in 
former proceedings, Commission must 
of necessity, when it reacbes a con- 
clusion upon a given sta of facts, 
adhere to that conclusion in subse- 
quent proceedings unless some new 
facts or changed conditions are 
brought to its attention, or unless It 

roceeded upon sound misconception 
in reaching the original decision; 
Banner Milling Co et alvs N YC & 
H R et al; July 25, p 48. 

Precedent: Previous Rates: Held that 
the circumstance that a railway has 
for a series of years maintained a 
lower rate or a different relation of 
rates is an evidentiary fact which 
may be introduced and considered like 
any other fact; Banner Milling Co et 
al bs N Y.C & H R et al; July 25, 
Dp " 

Precedent: Limitation of: Held that 
findings in former case are not suffi- 
cient to establish right of Commis- 
sion to make an order but that, un- 
der amended act, entire matter must 
be tried de novo; Merchants’ Traffic 
Assn vs”. transcontinental carriers; 
March 28. p 6. 

State vs Interstate Rates: Held that 
there are many reasons why state 
and interstate rates should be estab- 
lished in harmony with one another, 
but state rates have no binding force 
upon the Commission, although state 
rates long acquiesced in by carriers 
must have great influence in deter- 
mining the reasonableness of similar 
interstate rates; Corn Belt Meat Pro- 
ducers’ Assn vs C B & Q et al; July 
25, p 56. 









Classification of: Provision that high 
explosives will be “taken only by 
special agreement,” held unlawful. 
Carriers are prohibited from carrying 
any traffic except under tariffs in 
the manner nrovided by law. If it 
is impractical to classify explosives, 
the statement must not be “taken 
only by special agreement,” but must 
he “snhiject to regulstions and rates 

tp. sauite of individual carriers;’’ 15A- 
nm. 

Kansas: Commission investigates rules 
relative to handling of same within 
state; April 11. p 4. 

Rvles for Handling: Interstate Com- 
merece Commission arranges for con- 


Flour and Grain from New York, N. Y.: 


Grain: Rates from Montreal to Euro- 


EXPRESS, GENERAL 
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ference relative to rules to be adopted 
for errs high explosives; June 20, 
p 18. 


file inland proportionals of export 
rates and makes a strong bid for 
trans-Pacific business; Oct. 10, p 63. 


Held that a complainant, a New York 
miller, is not entitled to the export 
rate upon grain from the west which 
it subsequently grinds into export 
flour, but it is entitled to the same 
rate upon the grain which it grinds 
into export flour that defendants ac- 
cord interior mills upon export flour; 
Hecker-Jones-Jewell Milling Co vsB 
& O et al; July 25, p 53 


pean points advanced; July 25, p 76. 


Harriman and Hill lines threaten to 
withdraw from Asiatic trade because 
of Interstate Commerce Commission’s 
ruling on filing inland proportionals 
On export business; Aug. 8, p 66. 


Lane, Franklin K.: Makes public letter 
to the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce 
of Tacoma, Wash., defending ruling 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion requiring carriers to publish in- 
land proportionals to export rate; 
Oct. 3, p 45. : 


Lighterage: Trunk Line Assn carriers 
make additional concessions on split 
delivery service and charges at New 
York City; Sept. 12, p 47. 

Lumber: Held that rate on walnut 
lumber from Oklahoma City, Okla., 
to Galveston, Tex., for export should 
not exceed 21%c; Miller Walnut Co 
vs A T&S F and Guif Colo & S F; 
Jan. 18, p 5. 


Mexico: American consul’s report on 
new rates on Mexican lines on ores 
and classes; March 7, p 4. 

Oriental: Shippers to the Orient em- 
barrassed by uncertain attitude of 
transcontinental carriers in the mat- 
ter of inland proportionals on export 
business; Aug. 22, p 465. 

Trans-Pacific: Canadian Pacific issues 
tariff showing inland proportionals of 
export rates as prescribed by Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; Dec. 5, 
p 65. : 


Boston, Mass.: Advance defended by 
express companies; Aug. 15, p 49. 
California: State attorney-general holds 
that express companies are not un- 
der jurisdiction of state railroad com- 

missions; May 30, p 50. 

Chicago Rock Island & Pacific: United 
States Express Co takes over milk 
ee of C RI & P; Dec. 5, p 
” 


Delivery in Indiana: Supreme court af- 
firms decision of lower court refusing 
to issue a writ of mandamus to com- 
pel express companies to. deliver 
packages free of charge within cor- 
porate limits of cities; July 4, p 68. 

Delivery in Oklahoma: Commission or- 
ders express companies to make de- 
liveries anywhere in corporate limits 
of cities; Feb. 29, p 10. 

Delivery in New York: State commis- 
sion holds that express company must 
not decline to accept shipments be- 
cause it cannot make delivery, ex- 
cept over a_ connecting line at 
destination; Feb. 29, p 8. 

Delivery in New York: State commis- 
sion issues order specifying when ex- 
press shipments destined to points 
served only by another express com- 
pany, which also has an office at 
point where shipments originate, must 
be accepted; March 14, p 7. 

Delivery in Virginia: Liquor dealers 
start proceedings against Southern 
Express Co, which obeys ordinances 
of town and refuses to carry liquor to 
others than druggists; May 30, p 49. 

Franks: Argument in case seeking tw 
enjoin issuance of franks begun in 
TT. S. Supreme court; Nov. 14, v 51. 

Free Transportation: United States 
Judge Grosscup at Chicago enioins 
issvance of express franks to officials 
and emovloyes of other transportation 
companies; April 25. p 69. 

Interstate Commerce Commission sends 
report upon express conditions to 
Senate af Tinited States in rursusnce 
= manent of March 2, 1907; May 


Towa: <Attorney-general holds express! 


23 


companies subject to state regulation; 
Feb. 22 


» Pp 6. 
Limitation of Liability: Judge Macfar- 


lane of Pittsburg, Pa., holds that 
failure to state true value of an ex- 
press package, worth more than the 
minimum value for the rate paid, was 
a device within the meaning of the 
commerce act to obtain a rate less 
than the established, and that ship- 
per was limited in his claim to the 
gag 3 specified in his receipt; March 
28, p 25. 


Long and Short Haul: Iowa attorney- 


general holds long and short haul 
clause applies to express companies 


Colne intrastate business; Feb. 22, 
p 6. 


Massachusetts: State commission holds 


advanced rates in Boston territory un- 
reasonable and excessive; Oct. 10, 


p 67. 
Massachusetts: State commission makes 


public brief filed against express com- 
panies in case involving advanced 
rates in Boston territory; extracts 
from brief; Aug. 22, p 47. 


Official Circulars: Express companies 


are requested to furnish Commission 
with names of officials to whom cir- 
culars and rulings of Commission are 
to be mailed; 16A-R42. 

Oregon: , Portland shippers attack 
method of Wells-Fargo~Co in han- 
dling perishable goods in complaint 
a with state commission; Aug. 29, 
p 46. 

Payment for Transportation: Nothing 
but money can be lawfully accepted 
in payment of transportation charges; 
16A-R36. 


EXPRESS RATES, PRINCIPLES GOV- 


ERNING 


Bulk shipments intended to be dis- 
tributed by the consignee, rule 
against held illegal; California Com- 
mercial Assn vs Wells, Fargo & Co; 
Aug. 1, p 57. 

Capitalization: Bears no relation to 
investment necessary to conduct of 
business; Kindel vs Adams Express 
Co et al; May 2, p 15. 

Caretakers: Transportation may be 
furnished necessary caretakers of live 
stock, poultry and fruit, provided that 
this transportation must be same tu 
all under like circumstances and must 
be provided for in tariff; 16A-R34. 

Carload Rates, Establishment of: Ex- 
press companies may establish upon 
one day’s notice tariffs or supple- 
ments naming rates for carload ship- 
ments between points to which no 
carload rates are in effect via their 
lines; 16A-R30. 

Character of Business: To determine 
reasonableness of rates inquiry must 
be had into character of business, 
amount of capital required, hazard 
involved and profits made; Kindel vs 
Agams Express Co et al; May 2, 
p 15. 

Combination of Locals: Practice of 
making rates from or to an exclusive 
office by combination of full local 
rates through some junction point 
seems to be objectionable; Kindel vs 
Adams Express Co; May 2, p 15. 

Comparisons of rates in one locality 
with those of another is of greater 
value than in case of freight rates, 
owing to closer similarity of service; 
Kindel vs Adams Express Co et al; 
May 2, p 15. 

Diverted Traffic: When by reason of 
blockade upon line of express com- 
pany, resulting from storm, washout, 
wreck or similar casualty, it becomes 
necessary to divert traffic, diverting 
express company should pay other 
companies full tariff rates except if 
company accepting diverted traffic 1s 
participant with diverting line in 
joint tariff under which traffic moves, 
settlement may be made on basis of 
——— of through joint rate; 16A- 


Division: Contracts governing divisions 
between express companies of joint 
rates on interstate business must be 
filed with the Commission; 16A-R32. 

Expart: Held that. defendants should 
publish their inland export rate on 
raw furs and make certain that the 
traffic obtaining said rate is actually 
exported; Ullman vs Adams Express 
Co et al; July 18, p 80. 

Government: Express companies may 
grant free or reduced rate -trans- 
portation of property for the U. S., 
state or municipal government with- 
mt providing for same in tariff; 16A- 

o. 


‘ 
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Graduate scale of differences in rates 
on small and large packages assumed 
to be reasonable; Kindel vs Adams 
Express Co et al; May 2, p 15. 

Foreign Conditions: Fact that under 
postal regulations of England a pack- 
age can be sent from London to Den- 
ver for 50c is no reason for declar- 
ing a charge of 70c from Denver to 
London on same package is unrea- 
sonable; Kindel vs Adams Express 
Co et al; May 2, p 15. 

Freight Rates, Express Governed by: 
Within certain limits express and 
freight rates compete and former 
should be established with reference 
to latter; Kindel vs Adams Express 
Co et al; May 2, p 15. 

Freight Rates, Express Higher than: 
Express rates should be higher than 
freight so as not to attract business 


and interfere with expedition of 
service; Kindel vs Adams Express 
Co et al; May 2, p 15. 


Joint Rates—Througn Traffic: Two or 
more express companies may estab- 
lish on one day’s notice tariffs or 
tariff supplements, naming joint rates 
over lines of two or more express 
companies between points to which 
no joint rates are in effect, provided 
that such joint rates do not increase 
rates or charges demanded from ship- 
pers; 16A-R27. 

Joint Rates, Reduction of: When joint 
rate between any points by given 
route is higher than sum of locais be- 
tween same points by same, or an- 
other route, and such joint rate has 
been in effect at least 30 days, same 
may be reduced to sum to locals on 
one day’s notice; 16A-R28. 

Joint Rates, Higher than _ Locals: 
Where joint through rate is higher 
than sum of locals, it is prima facie 
evider:ce that through rate is unrea- 
sonable; 16A-R28. 

Locality: Fact that rates in and out of 
one locality are higher than in and 
out of a competing locality from com- 
mon source of supply not of same im- 
portance as in case of freight; Kindel 
vs Adams Express Co et al; May 2, 


p 15. 

Mail ‘Competition: Rates on small 
packages in competition with U. 5S. 
mail not to be taken as standard by 
which to determine reasonableness of 
rates on larger packages; Kindel vs 
Adams Express Co et al; May 2, p 


15. 

Maximum Rates not Specific Rates: 
Express companies may not include 
in tariff any rule or regulation which 
in any way or in any terms au- 
thorizes substituting for any rate 
named in tariff a rate found in any 
other tariff or made up on any com- 
bination or plan other than that 
clearly stated in specific terms m 
tariff of which rule or regulation is 
a part; 16A-R38. 

New Offices: An express company may 
establish, in the first instance, rates 
to or from newly opened offices upon 
one day’s notice to Commission and 
public; 16A-R29. 

Ocean Carriers—Export and Import 
Tariffs: Express companies must pub- 
lish inland proportion of export and 
import tariffs and, if export or im- 
port traffic is forwarded under 
through billing, such billing must 
clearly separate liability of inland 
carrier or carriers and of ocean car- 
rier and must show tariff rate of 
inland carrier or carriers; 16A-R46. 

Preferential Rates to Carriers: Ex- 
press companies may not give any 
preference in application of tariff 
rates on interstate shipments to any 
other carrier, nor can carrier com- 
panies which own stock in other car- 
rier companies, both maintaining sep- 
arate organizations, transport prop- 
erty free for each other; 16A-R39. 

Reparation on Informal Complaints: 
Commission outlines rules under which 
special reparation on informal com- 
plaints will be awarded; 16A-R43. 

Responsibility Under Tariff: Commrs- 
sion outlines rules and regulations 
under which express ‘companies will 
be held responsible under their tariffs; 
16A-R44. 

Routing and Misrouting: Commission 
outlines rules governing misrouting cf 
express shipments and conditions or 
refunds; 16A-R37. 

Shipments, Astray, Rates on: Express 
companies may transport to wroper 
destination, without extra charge, 
shipments which have gone astray or 

may arrange with each other under 
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mutually acceptable terms for move- 
ment of such astray shipments; 16A- 
R40. 

Shipments, Refused: Express company 
may provide to return free or at re- 
duced rates, or for the reconsignment 
under through rate from point of 
origin, shipments damaged in transit 
or refused by consignee or may trans- 
port same free to point on own line 
where it can best dispose of same; 
16A-R41. 


Short Notice: Commission ‘outlines 
mode of procedure for express com- 
panies to obtain permission to change 
rates on short notice; rule is similar 
to that governing changes of rail- 
road tariffs; 16A, p 31. 


Small Packages: Rate on same not to 
be taken as standard to determine 
rate on larger packages; Kindel vs 
— Express Co et al; May 2, p 


Tariffs: Rate changes filed and pub- 
lished must become effective, and 
rates in force can be changed only 
on 30 days’ notice; Commission may 
for good cause allow rates to be 
changed on short notice; 16A-R26. 


Tariff, Withdrawal of: Commission wil] 
refuse to permit withdrawal of any 
tariff which has been filed in accord- 
ance with law; 16A-R45. 

Value of Property: Reasonableness not 


to be determined by value of prop- 
erty transported; Kindel vs Adams 
Express Co et al; May 2, p 15. 
4 
EXPRESS RATES, SPECIFIC 
Chicago and Milwaukee: Rates be- 
tween points mentioned and inter- 
mediate points advance; Aug. 29, P| 
56. | 
Dairy Products; Cream; Columbia, | 
Tenn., to Jacksonville, Fla.: 


that rate on cream of $3.90 per i0- 


FERTILIZER 


Montgomery, Ala., to points on Ala & 
Vicks: Held that rates per ton 
should not exceed, to Lost Gap and 
Meehan Jct., $2.10; Chunky, Ragland 
and Hickory, $2.15; Newton, $2.20; 
Lawrence and Lake, $2. 25; Forest, 
$2.30, and Morton, Miss., $2.35; Mont- 
gomery Freight Bureau Vs West of 
Ala et al; July 11, p 71. 

Montgomery, Ala., to points on Sou Ry 
in Mississippi west of West Point, 
Miss.: Held that rates per ton should 
not exceed, to Bigbee and Mhoon 
Valley, $2. 45; Cedar Bluff and Stave 
Machine Co, "$2. 50; Pheba and Maben, 
$2.55; Sapa and Eupora, $2.60; Grady 
to Browning, inclusive, $2. 65; Fort 
Loring to Boque, inclusive, $2.90; 
Montgomery Freight Bureau vs M & 
O et al; July 25, p 70. 

Montgomery, Ala., to points on NO & 
N E: Held that rates per ton should 
not exceed, to Savoy, $2.10; Wautub- 
bee, $2.15; Pachutta and oe 
$2.20; Vossburg and Heidelberg, $2. 
Sandersville and Laurel, $2.30 and 
Ellisville, Miss., $2.35; Montgomery 
Freight Bureau vs West of Ala et al; 
July 11, p 71. 


FISH 


Haines City, Fla., to St. Louis, Mo.: 
Held that express rate of $3 per 100 
Ibs is not unreasonable; Bannon ys 
South Exp.; May 16, p 6. 


FLOODS 


Liability of Carrier: U. S. Supreme 
court holds that carrier is not liable 
for loss of live stock in flood at Kan- 
sas City; Waite Cattle Co et al vs 
A T & S F; May 9, p 6. 


Held| FLOUR. See “Grain and Grain Products.” 


gallon can is unreasonable and rate) FOREIGN ROADS 


not exceeding $2.75, with return of 
empties, ordered; Reynolds vs South- 
ern Express Co.; May 28, p 4. 


Dairy Products: Milk and cream rates 
from St. Paul, Neb., to Denver, Colo., 
via Pacific Express Co fixed at 58c; 
Merchants’ Traffic Assn vs Pacific 
Express Co; Feb. 22, p 

Denver to Ogden: Held Sate of $4.25 
per 100 pounds is excessive and re- 
duction to $4 ordered; Kindel vs 
—— Express Co et al; May 2, p 

Fish—Haines City, Fla., to St. Lours, 
Mo.: Held that rate of $3 per 100 
pounds is not unreasonable; Bannon 
vs Southern Express Co; May 16, p 6. 

Furs, Raw. in Boxes and Bales, from 
St. Paul, Minn., to New York, N. ¥.: 
Held that rate should not exceed $3.50 
upon the basis of an agreed valua- 
tion of not exceeding $2.50 per cwt.: 
Ullman vs Adams Express Co et al; 
July 18, p 80. 

Indiana: Ordered reduced_ by state 
—— commission of Indiana; April 
, p e 

Indiana: Judge Anderson restrains 
state board from enforcing order re- 
ducing express rates in state; May 
30, p 49. 

Oklahoma: State commission reduces 
intrastate.rates; Dec. 12, p 65. 

Omaha to Denver: Held rate of $4 per 
100 pounds is excessive and reduction 
to $3.50 ordered; Kindel vs Adams 
Express Co et al; May 2, p 15. 


FEDERAL CONTROL 

Arkansas: Commission opposes exclu- 

gg federai control of railroads; Feb. 
B .¢. 

Tittemore, J. N., addresses Chicago 
Transportation Association on “Gov- 
age oage | Control of Railroads;’’ Nov. 
9 
- , p 


‘FEEDING-IN-TRANSIT 

Iowa: Held by Interstate Commerce 
Commission that Iowa should enjoy 
the same _ feeding-in-transit privi- 
leges on live stock as are granted 
Kansas, Nebraska and other states 
west of the Missouri River; Corn Belt 
Meat Producers’ Assn vs C B & Q 
et al: July 26, pn 56. 

Sale of Feed: Carrier may lawfully 
provide in tariff that it will furnish 
feed for feeding-in-transit at current 
market prices, and may bill cost 
thereof with an additional 10 per 
cent or other reasonable percentage 
to cover value of services as advance 

charges; Bul 1-17; Jan. 18, p 10. 





Australia: Rates, according to figures 
prepared by Slason Thompson, are 
higher than in the United States; 
Oct, 17;' p 7. 

Austria: Government-controlled state 
roads report operation at loss; indus- 
tries are fostered at expense of roads’ 


earnings; Nov. 7, p 59. 
China: “Chinese government assumes 
control over Canton-Hankow Ry; 


Oct. 17, p 48. 

China: Nanking City road opened to 
traffic; Nov. 14, p 52. 

Discrimination: Canadian carrier having 
joint through fares from point in 
United States to point on own line 
in Canada may not depart from pub- 
lished fares by placing agent at such 
point in United States with authority 
to sell tickets from first station on 
line in Canada to other points on its 
line in Canada at rate of one cent 
a mile ‘‘to be sold to holders of im- 
migration certificates.’’ In absence of 
such joint through fares Commission 
has no jurisdiction; Bul 1-24; Jan. 
18, p 10. 

England: Panic of 1907-8 causes de- 
crease in earnings of British car- 
riers; Oct. 17, p 59. 

Guatemala: Opens new 
road; March 28, p 24. 

Manchuria: Progress in railroad con- 
struction reported by American con- 
suls; March 28, p 25. 

Statistics: Consular reports on foreign 
railway mileage; March 21. p 87. 


interoceanic 


FORT, J. F., Governor of New Jersey. 
Utterances: Favors increase in power 
of _ railroad commission; Nov. 28, 
p 5 


FOX RIVER VALLEY, WIS. 

Through Rates, from points in C FA 
territory: Held that joint through 
rates are unreasonable and unjust, as 
they are, as a rule, higher than the 
combination of locals; Oshkosh Log- 
ging Tool Co et al vs C & N W 
et al (3 cases): July 4, p 44; Oshkosh 
Logging Tool Co et al vs C & N W; 
July 4, p 45. 


FREE TRANSPORTATION, INTER- 
STATE 


Baggage Transfer Agents: Officials or 
agents of omnibus or baggage* trans- 
fer companies are not entitled - to 
on or reduced transportation; 15A- 


Body of Employee: Carrier may law- 
fully transport body of employee who 
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has been killed or has died in service 
free, and may give free transporta- 
tion to members of his family; Bul 
1-18; Jan. 18, p 19. [This was later 
modified so as not to include free 
transportation to members of family 
of employes who died a_ natural 
death while in service of carrier 
(Conf Rul); Oct. 31, p 

Business of Carrier: But the Commis- 
sion does not construe law as pre- 
venting carrier from giving necessary 
free transportation to person travel- 
ing over its line solely for purpose of 
attending to business of, or perform- 
ing a duty imposed upon, carrier, 
nor from giving free carriage over 
its line to household and personal ef- 
fects of an employee who is required 
to remove from one place to another 
at instance of, or in the interest of, 
carrier, by which he is employed; 
15A-R63. 

Caretakers: Caretakers are not entitled 
to passes when going out to purchase 
commodities to be transported; 15A- 
R62. 

Caretakers: Free transportation may be 
granted to necessary caretakers of 
live stock, poultry and fruit; 15A- 
R62. 

Caretakers: Word “fruit’’ in act is held 
to include vegetables of perishable 
nature; 15A-R62. 

Caretakers: When a caretaker is unable 
to secure return shipment full fare 
must be collected; Bul 1-1. 

Caretakers: Passes to caretakers must 
be trip passes, but may cover return 
journey; annual or time passes must 
not be used; Bul 1-37; March 21, p 1. 

Caretakers: Newspaper Employes: 
Held that newspaper employees on 
special train are not ‘‘caretakers’”’ in 
true sense of word and are not en- 
titled to passes; 15A-R65. 


Caretakers: Carrier must collect full 
fare when employee of produce com- 
pany, granted pass for purpose of 
going to point on carrier’s line and 
returning as caretaker of carload of 
bananas, is unable to secure return 
shipment; Bul 1-1. 

Caretakers of Milk: Provision of law 
relating to caretakers cannot be ap- 
plied to caretakers of shipments of 
milk; Bul 1-21; Jan. 18, p 10. 

Company Material: It is not unlawful 
for carrier to return its own property 
free of charges, to manufacturers 
thereof situated on its own line, for 


exchange or repair; Bul 1-22; Jan.| 


18, p 10 


Contractors: Carriers may issue free or 
reduced rate transportation to con- 
tractors for their men or property 
when they are engaged in construc- 
tion. improvement or renewal work 
on line of that carrier provided that 
such arrangement for free or reduced 
rate carriage is made part of speci- 
fications upon which contract is 
based and part of contract itself; 
15A-R63. 

Damaged or Refused Goods: Carrier 
may transport refused or damaged 
goods to point of origin, or may 
carry same to point orn its own line 
where it can best dispose of it; 
15A-R78. : 

Data On: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission transmits data on passes to 
the Senate; March 14, p 5. 


Express Franks: United States Judge 
Grosscup at Chicago enjoins issuance 
of express franks to officials and em- 
ployees of other transportation com- 
panies; April 25, p 69. : 

Family of Dead Employees: Provision 
that passes may be granted to fami- 
lies of employees killed in service of 
common earriers does not include 
families of employees who. died nat- 
ural death while in service of carrier 
(Conf Rul); Oct. 31, p 49. 


Former Employees: Pass may be is- 
sued to bona fide ex-employee of any 
carrier who is traveling for purpose 
of entering service of any such car- 
rier whether such service has or has 
not previously been arranged for 
(Conf Rul); Oct. 31, p 49. 

Government Official and Families: Gov- 
ernment officials and members of 
their families are not entitled to free 
transportation under provision of act; 
15A-R63. 

Hepburn Law: Amendments passed by 
Congress changing section relative to 







p il. 
‘Ministers: Ministers of the gospel may 


Newspaper Employees: Newspaper em- 


Railway Employees: Railway employees 


Restrictions: 


Rules: Interstate Commerce Commis- 


Rules: Commission issues ruling gov- 


Servants: Commission holds that house- 


Stock Ownership: Where stock in one 


. Telegraph and Telephone Companies: 


FREE 


Georgia: Orders on franks, free ser- 


Georgia: Free carriage of newspapers 

Iowa: Anti-pass law upheld by court; 
59 

Minnesota: Anti-pass law goes into ef- 


Missouri: Supreme court holds uncon- 


Nebraska: Judge Thomas holds that 


Texas: <Anti-pass law increases car- 


Texas: State Supreme court holds that 


FREIGHT BUREAU 
Party at Law: Held that a concern 


FREIGHT CHARGES. See “Charges.’’ 


FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 
Apples: Nooksack, Wash,., to Minne- 


Bananas: 
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free transportation; full text; May 30, 
1 


be granted free or reduced rate 
transportation, but privilege cannot 
be extended to members of their 
families; 15A-R63. 


playees riding on special newspaper 
trains are not entitled to free or re- 
duced transportation; 15A-R65. 


not suspended or dismissed from ser- 
vice but on leave of ab&2nce or fur- 
loughed, pensioned and superannuated 
employees may be granted free trans- 
portation; Bul 1-55; May 2, p 2. 
Commission designates 
persons to whom free passes or free 
transportation may be granted under 
provisions of Act to Regulate Com- 
merce; 15A-R63. 


sion issues new rules relative to is- 
suance and use of passes and free 
transportation; June 20, p 18. 


erning issuance of passes prescribing 
forms and calling attention to per- 
sons that are not entitled to free 
transportation; Bul 2-96. 


hold servants when traveling with 
member of family entitled to pass is 
included within the term ‘Family’ 
as used in the act (This reverses 
former rulings); Bul 2-93. 


carrier company is owned by another 
carrier company but both maintain 
separate organizations and _ report 
separaieciv to Commission, they may 
not lawfully carry property free for 
each other; 15A-R73; Bul 1-9. 


Officials and employees of telegraph 
and telephone companies are only en- 
titled to passes or free transportation 
when actually engaged in construct- 
ing and maintaining telegraph or tele- 
phone line along line of railway or in 
operating such telegraph or telephone 
line as part of actual operation of 
that railway; 15A-R64. 


TRANSPORTATION, INTRA- 


STATE 


vice and baggage issued by commis- 
sion of state; Jan. 18, p 12. 


to distributing sub-stations by street 
car companies prohibited by Georgia 
commissioners; Jan. 4 p 14. 


Jan. 25, p 52. 
fect in Minnesota; Jan. 11, p 10. 


stitutional law requiring carrier to 
give return transportation to live 
stock shippers; May 16, p 62. 


physician having an indeterminate 
contract with carrier to do work at 
a stated amount per month and an 
annual pass was not guilty of vio- 
— anti-pass laws; March 21. 
p q 


riers’ revenues, according to report 
of state commission’s auditor; Nov. 
14, p 51. 


anti-pass law does not affect con- 
tracts entered into hefore enactment 
of law; May 30, p 51. 


which admits members upon written 
contract to perform certain services 
in return for an annual fee is an 
association competent to bring com- 
plaint before the Commission under 
the Act to Regulate Commerce; 
Forest City Freight Bureau vs Car- 
riers in Official Classification . ter- 
ritory; Feb. 15, p 3; March 7, p 1. 


apolis, Minn.: Held that rates should 
not exceed rates from Bellingham, 
Wash., and similar points; Gamble- 
Robinson Commission Co vs Nor Pac; 
Nov. 28, p 38. 

New Orleans-Kansas City 










rate compared with rate through 
Kansas City to Burlington, Iowa: 
Hela that Kansas City rate is a 
paper rate and that no shipments 
move through that gateway, hence 
no unreasonable charge is proven; 
Topeka Banana Dealers’ Assvuciation 
vs St L& S F et al; June 13, p 15. 

Bananas: New Orleans and Mobile to 
Kansas City: Held that rates and 
weighing rules are not unreasonable; 
Topeka Banana Dealers’ Association 
vs StL & S Fet al; June 13, p 15.’ 

Cabbages: Jacksonville and other Flor- 
ida base points, via rail and water, 
per barrel or barrel-crate of 120 Ibs: 
Held that rates should not exceed, 
44c to Baltimore, Md., Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and New York, N. Y.: 52c 
to Boston, Mass.; Florida Fruit & 
Vegetable Shippers’ Protective As- 
sociation vs A C L et al; Aug. §, 
p 52. 

Celery: Hartville, Ohio, to Pittsburg, 
Pa.; complaint alleging unreasonable 
rate on express shipment of celery 
from Hartville to Pittsburg: Held un- 
substantiated and dismissed; Hart- 
ville Celery Gro Assn vs Pacific Ex 
Co; Dec. 19, p 43. 

Grape Fruit: Orange rates should ap- 
ply: Held in Florida Fruit and Veg- 
etable Shippers’ Association vs A C L, 
that whatever conclusions are reached 
as to oranges should apply equally 
to grape fruit; Aug. 8, p 52. 

Loading and Unloading at Chicago, IIl.: 

, Held that carriers should load and 
unload carloads of fruit when shipped 
in packages where shipment goes to 
one consignee; that, for-assorting and 
delivering to the different consignees 
the contents of a consolidated car- 
load, the carrier may make a charge 
not to exceed ic per 100 Ibs.; 
Wholesale Fruit & Produce Associa- 
tion vs AT & S F et al; Aug. 1, p 64. 


Oranges: Jacksonville, Fla., and other 


Florida base points, all-rail to norih- - 


eastern cities; carload minimum, 300 
boxes, 80 Ibs per box: Held that rates 
per box in C L lots should not exceed, 
to Baltimore, Md., 43c; Philadelphia, 
Pa., 44¢c; New York City, 46c; 
Boston, Mass., 51c; Buffalo, N. Y., 
51e; Florida Fruit & Vegetable Ship- 
— Assn vs A C L et al; Aug. 8, 
Pp oe, 

Oranges: Florida base points to north- 
eastern cities, via all-rail: Held that 
rates on oranges are not unreason- 
able; Fla Fruit & Vegetable Shippers’ 
Assn vs A CL et al; Aug. 8, p 52. 

Oranges: Florida base points to terri- 
tory north of the Ohio river: Held 
that rates ought not to be higher on 
average than from California, but 
the establishment of blanket rate ap- 
plicable to that territory is not justi- 
fied; Fla Fruit & Vegetable Shippers’ 
Prot Assn vs A C L; Aug. 8, p 52. 

Oranges: St. Petersburg, Fla., to At- 
lanta, Ga.: Held refrigeration charges 
of $4. per car unreasonable and 
charge of $35 per car prescribed: 
Fam “ Stamp vs A C L et al; May 


16, p 3. 

Pineapples: Florida base points. to 
northeastern cities, via all-rail: Heid 
hat present rates are not unreason- 
able; Florida Fruit & Vegetable 
Shippers Protective Assn vs A C L 
et al; Aug. 8, p 52. 

Pineapples: Jacksonville, Fla., and 
other Florida base points, via all-rail, 
carload minimum, 24,000 Ibs: Held 
that rates per box of 80 lbs should 
not exceed, to Baltimore, Md., 43c; 
Philadelphia, Pa., 44c; New York, N. 
Y., 46c; Boston, Mass, Buffalo, N. 
Y., and Pittsburg, Pa., 51c; Florida 
Fruit & Vegetable Shippérs’ Pro- 
tective Assn vs A C L et al; Aug. 
8, p 52. 

Potatoes: Jacksonville, Fla., and other 
Florida base points, via rail and 
water, per barrel or barrel-crate of 
185 Ibs: Held that rates should not 
exceed, to Baltimore, Md., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and New York, N. Y., 
50c; Boston, Mass., 60c; Florida 
Fruit & Vegetable Shippers’ Pro- 
_— Assn vs AC L et al; Aug. 5, 
p 52. 

Produce: Loading and unloading at 
Chicago, Tll.; Held that carriers 
should load and unload carloads when 

shipped in packages where shipment 

goes to one consignee; that, for as- 
sorting and delivering to the different 
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Bureau Merchants’ Exchange vs Mo 
Pac et al; Jan. 4, p 4. 

Scaleage Deductions: B & O defends 
scaleage deductions at Baltimore ele- 
vators attacked suit before Interstate 
Commerce Commission; Dec. 19, p 67. 

Storage and Insurance at West Fair- 
port, Ohio: Held that assessment of 
storage and insurance charges on 
specified shipment of rye was unlaw- 
ful; England vs B & O; June 13, p 10. 

Storage Facilities: Held by Illinois Su- 
preme court that carriers are not re- 
quired to provide storage facilities; 
Feb. 29, p 5. 


GRAIN DOORS 


Reimbursement: Carrier may not law- 
fully reimburse shipper for expense 
incurred in attaching grain doors to 
box cars unless expressly so provided 
in tariff; Bul 2-78; June 20, p 2. 


GRAPE FRUIT. See “Fruits and Vege- 
tables.”’ 


GUILD, CURTIS M., Governor of Massa- 
chusetts. 
Condemns service given state by car- 
riers; Jan. 11, p 9. 


HANDHOLDS 
Safety Appliance Law: The statute 
makes no distinction between passen- 
ger and freight cars, and handholds 
must be placed on coaches and ca- 
booses; Bul 2-67; June 20, p 1. 


HARLAN, JAMES S., Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner. 

Concurs in conclusion in Leonard vs 
K.C Sou et al, but would supplement. 
order and establish through route on 
coal from Westport mining districts 
to Westport, Mo., through Dodson, 
and fix a rate at $2.15 per ton; Leon- 
ard vs K C Sou et al; June 13, p 2. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Cal- 
ifornia Commercial Assn vs Wells, 
Fargo & Co; Aug. 1, p 57. 

Dissents. from majority opinion in Ex- 
port Shipping Co vs Wabash et al 
(3 cases); Aug. 1, p 46. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Na- 
tional Wholesale Lumber’ Dealers’ 
Assn et al vs A C L et al; July 11, 
p ov. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Ore- 
gon and Washington Lumber Manu- 
facturers’ Association vs Union Pac 
et al; June 27, p 1. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Pa- 
cific Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ 
Association vs Nor Pac et al; June 
27, p 10. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Pot- 
latch Lumber Co et al vs Nor Pac 
et al; June 27, p 23. 

Dissents from majority opinion in West 
Oregon Lumber Manufacturers’ As- 


sociation et al vs Sou Pac Co et al; 
June 27, p 27. 


HARLEM RIVER - COMMUNIPAW 
ROUTE . 

Controversy over settled: NY NH & ii, 
by special permission of  Inter- 
state Commerce Commission reopens 
traffic conections with lines moving 
goods via Harlem River-Communi- 
paw gateway, ending long-drawn con- 
a between carriers; Sept. 5, 
p 68. 


HARRIMAN, EDWARD H. 
Courts, U. S. Sunreme: U. S. Supreme 
court rules that E. H. Harriman 
need not answer questions put to 
him by Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission relative to stock deals; Dec. 
19, p 55. 
Rate Advance: Favors advance in 
freight rates; Sept. 19, p 52. 


HAY 

Carload Minimums: Held that mini- 
mum carload weights required in hay 
traffic under published tariff of de- 
fendants ought not to be disturbed, 
except as to certain equipment of old 
style and small size; Kansas City 
Hay Dealers’ Association vs Mo Pac 
et al; Dec. 19, p 46. 

Kansas City, Mo., to Cape Girardeau, 
Mo.: Held that any proportional rate 
in excess of 15¢c on hay, C L, is un- 
reasonable; North Bros. vs St L & 
S F; March 21, p 16. 

Portland, Ore., to Auburn, Wash.: Held 
that through rate should not exceed 
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the combination of locals upon Ta- 
coma or Seattle, viz., 13c; Harden- 
berg, Dolson & Gray vs Nor Pac; 
Dec. 12, p 49. 

Reconsigning at Cairo, Ill.: Held that 
carrier’s former charge of $3 per car 
for this privilege was not unreason- 
on —_— & Co vs Ill Cent; Nov. 
28, p 46. 


HENDERSON, KY. 
Discrimination: Complaint alleging 
discrimination against in favor of 
Evansville, Ind., dismissed; Railroad 
Commissioners of Kentucky vs L & 

N et al; April 18, p 7. 


HEPBURN ACT 

Amendment: Full text of amendment 
to interstate commerce law passed by 
Congress and approved April 13, 1908; 
May 30, p 1. 

Commodity Clause: U. S. Circuit 
court, eastern district of Pennsylva- 
nia, hold clause unconstitutional; 
Judges Gray and Dallas affirming de- 
cision, Judge Buffington dissenting; 
Sept. 12, p 44. — 

Commodity Clause: U. SS. District 
court, Eastern district of Pennsyl- 
vania, permit appeal from their deci- 
sion holding clause invalid to Su- 
preme court; Oct. 10, p 65. 


HILL, JAMES J. 
Utterances: Address delivered before 
conference at White House given in 
full; May 16, p 9. 


HOGS. See ‘Live Stock.”’ 


HOPKINS, W. M., Manager Transporta- 
tion Department, Chicago Board of 
Trade. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Points out 
features to which he objects; Aug. 
15, p 48. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Writes J. F. 
Tucker, chairman Central Freight As- 
sociation, criticizing new form; Oct. 
10, p 53. 


HOTEL ACCOMMODATION 

Tickets: Carrier may publish ¢er- 
tain transportation fares and rates 
for personally conducted tours, with 
tickets to cover meals, hotel accom- 
modations, etc., but must not decline 
to sell such transportation without 
tickets for meal and hotel accommo- 
dation; Bul. 1-28; Feb. 15, p 58. 


HOURS OF SERVICE 
Act of God: Employees delayed by any 
ease of casualty or unavoidable ac- 
cident or the act of God may con- 
tinue on duty to the terminal or end 

of that run; Bul. 2-88. 

Application: Provision of hours of 
service law relative to operators, 
train dispatchers, or other employees 
who use the telegraph or telephone 
in dispatching, reporting, transmit- 
ting, receiving or delivering orders 
pertaining to train movements does 
not apply to trainmen who may oc- 
casionally use telegraph or telephone 
instruments for receipt or transmis- 
sion of train orders; Bul. 2-88. 

Courts, Federal: N Y N H & HE at- 
tacks law in suit filed in Circuit 
ome at Hartford, Conn.; Aug. 22, 

Deadheading Employees: Held that 
employees deadheading on passenger 
trains or freight trains and not per- 
forming any duty are not ‘on duty”’ 
in sense of hours of service law; Bul. 
2-74; June 20, p 2. 

Extension of Time: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission denies extension of 
time within which to comply with 
nine hours of service law to all rail- 
roads; March 7, p 64; March 14, p 2. 

Extension of Time: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission denies Georgia & 
Florida’s application for an extension 
of time for compliance with nine- 
hour law; Feb. 22, p 3. 

Extension of Time: Interstate Com- 
merece Commission holds time for 
compliance with nine-hour law can 
be extended only under certain con- 
ditions; Feb. 15, p 6. 

Interpretation of Law: 


Commission in an administrative rul- 
ing and oninion; March 21, p 29, 


Street Car Companies: Street car com- 






Meaning and 
application of the hours of servjce 
law defined by Interstate Commerce 
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panies are subject to the hours of 
service law when engaged in inter- 
state commerce; Bul. 1-57; May 2, 


p 1. 

Wisconsin: State Supreme court holds 
eight-hour telegraph operator law un- 
constitutional; Oct. 3, p 46. 


ice ° 
Tobico, Mich., to points in Ohio; Joint 
rates held not unreasonable relatively 
or per se; Wagner, Zagelmeyer & Co 
vs Detroit & M et al; March 21, p 17. 


ILLINOIS 


Accounts: Accounting methods in com- 
puting freight and passengér earn- 
ings criticized by Commission; tables 
of earnings given; March 14, p 6. 

Associations: Peoria shippers organize 
a receivers’ and shippers’ association; 
‘March 14, p 2. 

Classification: Changes decided on at 
September meeting given in full; Sept. 
12, p 51. 

Grain Storage: State Supreme court 
holds that carriers are not required 
to provide for; Feb. 29, p 5. 

Legislation: State Senator Samuel A. 
Ettelson drafts public service com- 
mission measure fdr introduction at 
next session of Legislature; summary 
of bill; Nov. 21, p 53. 

Maximum Freight Schedule: Announce- 
ment of proposed changes in schedule 
made; May 2, p 30. 

Passenger Trains: State commission 
holds that it has no power to com- 
pel a railroad to operate passenger 
trains; Feb. 1, p 12. 

Switching: State commission promul- 
gates Switching Rule No. 23; rule in 
full; Sept. 19, p 48. 

Switching: Carriers file complaints 
against state commission’s switching 
Rule .No. 23 with U. S. Circuit court; 
complaint filed on behalf of C & N 
W in full; Nov. 7, p 47. 


ILLINOIS MANUFACTURERS’ ASSO- 
CIATION 


Demurrage: Protest against rules 
adopted by Chicago Demurrage Bu- 
reau; Aug. 29, p 59. 

Lighterage: Protests against proposed 
lighterage rules at New York; Jan. 
25, p 8. 

Rate Advance: Views of W. C. Brown, 
senior vice-president of New York 
Central lines, and Ohio Barber, pres- 
ident of Diamond Match Co, on in- 
creased freight rates, clash at ban- 
quet; Dec. 12, p 62. 

Transcontinental Rates: Illinois Manu- 
facturers’ Association adopts resolu- 
tions opposing advance in transcon- 
tinental rates; Dec. 26, p 41. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Committee 
on, addresses letter to public rela- 
tive to new form; Oct. 3, p 43. 


IMPORT 

Coffee: Ocean rates from Rio de Ja- 
neiro cut by Hamburg lines; Oct. 
24, p 59. 

Commissions: Granting by carriers of 
commission to persons acting as con- 
signees on import traffic condemned; 
Bul. 1-7. 

Glass, Plate: Held that rates were 
not unjustly discriminatory against 
domestic shipments: Pittsburg Plate 
Glass Co vs P C C & St L; same 
vs Ill Cent; Feb. 1, p 7. 

Like Service: Held that transporta- 
tion of import freight from seaboard 
to interior point is not a “like serv- 
ice’? to transportation of traffic start- 
ing at such domestic port, though 
bound for same destination; Pitts- 
burg Plate Glass Co vs P C C & St 
L et al; Feb. 1, p 7. 


INDIANA 
Accidents: State commission sends 
circular to railroads seeking to min- 


imize accidents arising from tres- . 


passing on tracks and cars; Aug. 22, 
p 48. , 

Block Signal System: State commis- 
sion relieves Elgin J & E and Chi 
L S & E from obligation of instal- 
ling same; Feb. 1, p 13. 

Car Service: State commission is 
asked to amend demurrage rules by 
Indianapolis Light & Heat Co in pe- 
tition against railroads of state; May 
30, p 49. , 

Coal: State commission holds that 
carriers’ rates on coal for railroad 
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uses do not discriminate against] INGALLS, GEORGE H., Freight Traffic 


commercial coal, do not violate law, Manager New York Central Line. 
nor affect commercial coal _ rates; Car Shortage: In letter to John M. 
Feb. 15, p 7. Glenn, of the Illinois Manufacturers’ 

Coal: Manufacturers of South Bend Association, promises that New York 
and Mishawaka file complaint with Central lines’ equipment will be equal 
state board, alleging unreasonable to traffic demands placed upon it; 
rates on coal from Brazil and Lin- Aug. 22, p 48. 


ton districts; Nov. 21, p 59 * 
Courts, Federal: State board is en-| INITIAL CARRIER 
joined from enforcing order reducing} Liability: Affirmed in federal court 
express rates; May 30, p 49. decision; Smeltzer vs St L & S F; 
Courts, State: Coal rate order fixing April 11, p 60. 
joint rates from Linton to Lehman 


sustained by Judge Wilson and con-| INLAND PROPORTIONS. See “Rates,” 


stitutionality of law creating com- “Export and Import.’ 
mission affirmed; March 14, p 58. 
Decisions: Gravel rate cases dis- 
missed; March 7. p 6. INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMIS- 


; : SION DOCUMENTS, RULINGS, ETC. 
Demurrage: Reciprocal demurrage, pe- ’ 5 
tition to establish, dismissed by state Accident Bulletin No. 25 reviewed; Jan. 


commission; Feb. 29, p 7. 25, p 51. 
Electric Line: State commission dis- Accident Bulletin No. 26 for October, 


misses complaint of Citizens of Bra- ee 5 a: ae. ae 

4 ae * ord cam 6, p 62. 

Siento Weeaiiae the ee eee Accident Bulletin No. 28 issued; sum- 
c ov oT ary Pog >* ) . » 

passenger fares on electric lines; mary of same; Nov. 14, p 42. 


{ Distribution of: Commission desig- 

une 2 ; - 
dh Oe aa State Supreme nates persons to whom it will dis- 
court affirms decision of lower court — its official circulars and rul- 


a aa ~ ings; 15A-R80. 
refusing to issue a writ of manda- cea” . — = 
mus to compel express companies to District Electric Railway Commission 


deliver packages" within corporate|  (D_¢.), appointed by | Commission 
maven |S “eens crieeahaiidbigin or- Export and Import: Interstate Com- 
Geen reduction in express. rates: merce Commission extends to July 1, 
April 4, p17 p ’ 1908, time for carriers to comply with 
Gravel Rates: Commission announces order in case of leone Ship- 
¥ ping Co Vs Hamburg-American 
that it will not go to court to re Packet Co; May 23, p 6. 
duce; Feb. 29, p 5. - eee ‘ 
o 1 sil . Iixpress: Interstate Commerce Com- 
Interchange: Gea — = a wae mission announces purpose of prepar- 
C & L ordered by Su erior court ing special express tariff circular and | 
rulin - stat aedaiee u held requests traffic officials of express} 
5 Se on Pp * companies to offer suggestions (Spec. | 
and constitutionality of act creating Exp. Cire. No 2); May 9, p 11. 
commission sustained; Jan. 25, Pp 9 Express: Interstate Commerce Com- 
Interchange: Judge Anderson dissolves mission again notifies express offi- 
order of state court requiring L E cials of conference to determine on 
& W and C CC & St L to inter- tarif€ rules; May 23, p 63 
change freight with C C & IJ. at Peru, % a aa : 





Express: Sends report to United} 

. 5 ‘ 
Lime Gate eek eel a States Senate in pursuance with res- 
- sked b Indians Mannfacturers’ | olution of March 2, 1907; May 16, | 
a y ané é p 8. | 


Free Transportation: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission transmits data on 
passes to the Senate; March 14, p 5. 

Hours of Service Law: Administrative 
ruling and opinion defining meaning 
and application of statute; March 21, 


& Shippers’ Association; April 25, P| 
70. 


Lumber: State commission holds ous! 
the classification of thin-cut lumber 
in Official Classification 30 is unrea- 
sonable; change on intrastate clas- 

e sification ordered; Jan. 4, p 14. 





9g 

Reports: Second annual report of state I Dp 2. 
i ; 2 2 ndex to Administrative Rulings of the 
Pe ae transmitted to governor; Commission, photographically repro- 


duced, issued; Aug. 29, p 47. 
Kanawha Despatch Tariff 640: Use of 

declared unlawful; July 4, p 64. 
Long and Short Haul: Special Circu- 


» Pp 7. 
Statute: Constitutionality of act cre- 
ating commission upheld by Appel- 
late court; Feb. 15, p 7. 


lar No. 6, relating to use of tariffs 
Ee ure met AND containing long and_ short _ haul 
ss 3 clauses, maxima rules and alterna- 
New Legislation: Asks more railroad tive rate or fare provisions; Jan. 18, 
legislation; April 25, p 70. p 11. 
Long and Short Haul: Commission ex- 
INDUSTRIES tends effective date of special circu- 
Fostering of: Where a rate has been lar No. 6 to Oct. 1, 1908; Bul. 2-89. 
established and maintained for a Report: Commission sends twenty- 
considerable period for the purpose first annual report to Congress; re- 
of developing a particular industry view of same; Jan. 11, p 1. 
and with full knowledge that the in- Special Circular No. 7, dealing with 
dustry could not be developed with- suspension of rail-and-water rates 
out it, and where, under the influ- during season when navigation is 
ence of such rate, large amounts of closed, issued; March 14, p 1. 
money have been invested in prop- Tariff Circular 15-A of Interstate Com- 
erty, the value of which must be merce Commission isSued as insert 
seriously impaired by an advance of for April 11. 
the rate, that fact must be an im- Tariff Circular 15-A, Supplement 1 to; 
portant consideration in passing upon issued as supplement to _ Bulletin; 
the reasonableness of such advance; July 25. 
West Oregon Lumber Manufacturers’ Tariff Circular 15-A, Supplement 2 to; 
Association et al vs Sou Pac Co et issued as Part 2 .of The Traffic 
al; June 27, p 27. Bulletin; Nov. 21. 
Fostering of: Carrier cannot deny in- Tariffs, Posting of: Interstate Com- 
dustries on line of connections the merce Commission’s order on posting 
. benefit of joint rates and through tariffs, in full; June 13, p 
routes to foster those on its own Tariffs, Posting of Passenger: Com- 
line; Cardiff Coal Co vs C M & St mission modifies order in the matter 
P et al; May 2, p 10. of posting tariffs at stations so as 
to provide that only outbound pas- 
INFORMAL COMPLAINTS senger tariffs must be kept on file; 
Reparation: Commission will allow Nov. 21, p 48. 


reparation on informa] complaint only 

when carrier admits unreasonable-| INVESTIGATION. See “Claims.” 
ness of rate charged and has within 

reasonable time incorporated in tar-}| IOWA 














iff the rate basis upon which adjust- Beer Rates: Brewers petition § state 

ment is sought; 15A-R81. commission for lower intrastate 
Time Limit: Claims for reparation on rates; Aug. 29, p 59. 

informal complaints must be filed Classification No. 14 and schedule of 

within six months of time when ship- reasonable maximum rates issued by 

ment moved; Bul, 1-38; March 21, state commission; July 4, p 73. 

eS Classification: Supplement 1 to State 








1908. 


Classification No. 14 issued, abolish- 
ing C L rates on boots and shoes, 
aniline salts, traps, skates and pep- 
per; Sept. 5, p 67. 

Classification: Docket of proposed 
changes in state classification is sent 
out by Iowa board; extracts from 
docket given; Aug. 8, p 70. 

Express Companies: Attorney-General 
Byers holds express companies sub- 
ject to state regulation; Feb. 22, p 6. 

Express Rates: Iowa Manufacturers’ 
Association asks state commission for 
a rehearing on; Feb. 15, p 8. 

Feeding-in-Transit: Held by Interstate 
Commerce Commission that Iowa 
should enjoy the same _  feeding-in- 
transit privileges on live stock as are 
granted Kansas, Nebraska and other 
states west of the Missouri River; 

‘ Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Associa- 
tion vs C B & Q et al; July 25, p 56. 

Free Transportation: Anti-pass law 
upheld by Judge Church; Jan. 235, 

§2. 

Hearing: Notice of rehearings on min- 
imum freight, express and commod- 
ity ne by state board given; Feb. 

» Pp 4. 

Rate Changes: Commissioner Wylie, of 
Greater Des Moines committee, peti- 
tions state commission for a general 
reduction in intrastate rates, using 
river to river interstate rates as a 
basis for determining new rates; Dec, 
12, p 57. 

Rates: State commission changes rates 
on beer, plaster board and _ starch; 
changes in full; Sept. 26, p 50. 

Rates: State commission issues dis- 
tance tariffs applying on paper, brick, 
agricultural implements and _ furni- 
ture; Jan. 25, p 6. 

Rates: Schedules on _ paper, brick, 
agricultural implements and wagons, 
furniture and sheep, in double deck 
ears, ordered changed; April 4, p 17; 
schedules in full; April 11, p 5. 

Western Classification: Iowa Manu- 
facturers’ Association addresses let- 
ter to state shippers on _ proposed 
changes in; Nov. 14, p 46. 


1OWA MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIA- 


TION 

Express Rates: Asks state commission 
for a rehearing on schedule of rea- 
cane maximum express rates; Feb. 
15, p 8. 

Western Classification: Addresses ship- 
pers on proposed changes in; Nov. 14, 
p 46. 


IRON 

Baltimore, Md., to Detroit, Mich.: Rate 
on iron pyrites (imported) ordered re- 
duced from $2.72 to $2.21 per gross 
ton; Detroit Chemical Works vs Nor 
Cent et al; April 18, p 16. 

New York to Detroit, Mich.: Rate or- 
dered reduced from $3.32 to $2.81 on 
iron pyrites (imports) per gross ton; 
Detroit Chemical Works vs Erie et 
al; April 18, p 18. 

Chicago to Pacific Coast points: Held 
that rate of 90c, ground iron ore, is 
unreasonable; rate of 60c ordered; 
Winters Metropolitan Paint Co vs A 
T & S F et al; April 25, p 20. 

Joliet, Ill.. to Fort Wayne. Ind.: Held 
that Joliet should take Chicago rates 
On movements of bar iron; Fort 
Wayne Rolling Mill Co vs N YC & 
St L et al; Nov. 21, p 46. 

Newport, Ky., to Globe, Ariz.: Held 
that complainant is entitled to repa- 
ration on shipment of one carload of 
corrugated iron from Newport to 
Globe because through joint rate ex- 
ceeded sum of locals, And has since 
been reduced to such combination; 
Momsen vs Gila Valley Globe & Nor 
Ry et al; Dec. 19, p 52. 

Ottumwa, Ia., to Kansas City, Mo.: 
Held that rate of 16c on structural 
iron is reasonable; Ottumwa Bridge 
Co vs C M & St P; same vs C R 
I & P; July 4, p 54. 

Pipe, Cast Iron, north of the Ohio 


River: Carriers north of the Ohio. 


River advance rates; new schedules 
to go into effect Oct. 1; Sept. 12, 
p 48. 


JAMES, FRANCIS B., Attorney-at-Law, 
Cincinnati, O. 

Utterances: Addresses Missouri Bank- 
ers’ Association on ‘The Legal_and 
Commercial Aspect of Bills of Lad- 
ing;’’ July 4, p 71. 
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JOLIET, ILL. 

Chicago Rates: Held that on_ ship- 
ments of bar iron to Fort Wayne, 
Ind., Joliet is entitled to Chicago 
rates; Fort Wayne Rolling Mill Co vs 
N Y¥ C & St L et al; Nov. 21, p 46. 


JOHNSON CITY, TENN. 
Class Rates from Boston, Mass., New 
York, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Baltimore, Md., when via Norf & West, 
through Bristol, Va.-Tenn.: Held that 
rates shall not exceed those from same 
points of origin to Morristown, Tenn.; 
Commercial Club of Johnson City vs 

B & OQetal; July 4, p 46. 

Class Rates from Eastern Points via 
Sou Ry, through Morristown, Tenn.: 
Held rates should not exceed the fol- 
lowing: From Boston, Mass., first 
class, $1.05; second class, 90c; third 
class, 73c; fourth class, 57c; fifth 
class, 50c; sixth class, 42c. From 
New York, N. Y., first class, $1; sec- 
ond class, 85c; third class, 70c; fourth 
class, 55¢c; fifth class, 48c; sixth class, 
40c. From Philadelphia, Pa., lirsi 







class, $1; second class, §8dc; third 
class, 70c; fourth class, 55c; fifth 
class, 48c; sixth class, 40c. From 


Baltimore, Md., first class, 95c; second 
class, 80c; third class, 65c; fourth 
class, 50c; fifth class, 45c; sixth class, 
37c; Commercial Club of Johnson 
City vs B & O et al; July 4, p 46. 


JONES, JOHN M., Chief of Tariff De 
partment of Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

Appointment: John M. Jones is ap- 
pointed head of tariff department of 
Interstate Commerce Commissio1:; 
June 6, p 7. 


JURISDICTION OF INTERSTATE COM- 
MERCE COMMISSION 
Action on Its Own Motion: Held that 
Commission has jurisdiction to make 
an order in any inquiry on its own 
motion in same manner and to same 
effect as though complaint has been 
made; In the Matter of Allowances 
for Transfer of Sugar; Dec. 26, p 36. 
Car Distribution: Held that, under 
Section 15 of the Act to Regulate 
Commerce, the Commission has juris- 
diction over complaints 
the practices and regulations of in- 
terstate carriers 


Co vs B & O; July 4, p 57. 
Car Service: 


ments are within jurisdiction 


Bul 1-54; May 2, p 2. 


Complaint filed One Day after a 
with- 
drawn, but Rates were again in Ef- 
Held 
Interstate Commerce Commission 1s 
administrative body and hearing need 
not be delayed on such technical op- 
jection; Benton Transit Co vs Benton 
Harbor-St Joe Ry & L Co; May 23, 


tain Interstate Rates were 


fect when Case was Heard: 


w 3: 
Contracts: Held that 


R et al; July 11, p 48. 
Damage in Transit: 


rates) is 

courts; In 

Rates; June 6, p 1. 
Demurrage: Questions 


essentially 


1-54; May 2, p 2. 
Demurrage: Commission may 


of unreasonable charges; 


June 13, p 26. 
General Rate Schedules: 


25. n 56 


Intrastate: Held that 


involving 


in respect to the 
distribution of coal cars; Rail & River 


Questions of demurrage 
and car service on interstate ship- 
Com- 
mission and not state commissions; 


the Interstate 
Commerce Commission has no power 
either to enforce specific performance 
of contractual obligations or to award 
damages for breach of such agreéec- 
ments between carriers and shippers; 
General Electric Co vs N Y C & H 


Inasmuch as tne 
Interstate Commerce Commission does 
not take jurisdiction over claims for 
damages to goods in transit, it must 
recognize that this problem (released 
one for the 
the Matter of Released 


of demurrage 
and car service on interstate ship- 
ments are within jurisdiction of Com- 
mission and not state commission; Bul 


afford 
relief from imposition of demurrage 
charges upon a showing that com- 
plainant has been subjected either to 
unjust discrimination or to payment 
MacBride 
Coal & Coke Co vs C St P M & O; 


Held that the 
Commission has no authority to estab- 
lish general rate schedules, but must 
deal with the interstate rates of this 
country, which have not been cstab- 
lished upon any consistent theory. a 
it finds them; Corn Belt Meat 'Pro- 
ducers’ Assn vs C B & Q et als July 







en 


withdrawal of 
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lake-and-rail rates for winter, leav- 
ing carrier without connection to do 
anything but intrastate business, does 
not remove it from jurisdiction of 
Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Benton Transit Co vs Benton Harbor- 
St Joe Ry & L Co; May 23, p 1. 

Intrastate Roads: Held movement from 
a point in one state to a point in 
another state must be regarded in its 
entirety and every railroad participat- 
ing in that movement thereby pbe- 
comes subject to the act to regulate 
commerce, even though its service is 
performed entirely within a _ single 
state; Leonard vs K C Sou et al; 
June 13, p 2. 


Loading and Unloading: Held that 
rules or regulations prescribing who 
shall load and unload cars of freight 
are rules or regulations affecting 
rates, and therefore subject to the 
control of the Commission; Wholesale 
Fruit & Produce Assn vs A T & 
S F et al; Aug. 1, p 64. 

Ocean Carriers: Held that Commission 
has no jurisdiction over the pooling 
of traffic by ocean carriers; Cosmo- 
politan Shipping Co vs Hamburg- 
American Packet Co et al; March 28, 









8. 

Oonek Carriers: Held that ocean car- 
riers, established under laws of Cuba, 
not subject to Act to Regulate Com- 
merce; Lykes S § Lines vs the Com- 
mercial Union et al; April 18, p 24. 

Oklahoma: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission dismisses action charging 
violation of act in Indian Territory 
because of admission to statehood; 
Hussey vs C RI & P; April 18, p 22. 

Oklahoma: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission holds that it has no jurisdic- 
tion over intrastate rates since ad-| 
mission of Oklahoma as a state on} 
complaints filed while Oklahoma was} 
a territory; Haines vs C RI & P 
et al; March 21, p 25; Gist vs CRI &} 
P et al; March 21, p 28; Enid Ice &) 
Fuel Co vs C RI & P et al; March} 
21, p 28; Johnston vs C RI & P;} 
March 21, p 28. | 

Oklahoma: Territory becomes _ state) 
after complaint was filed and before 
decision was rendered; suit dismissed | 
by Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Chandler Cotton Oil Co vs Ft W «x! 
W; May 2, p 24. 

Power to Award Damages: Held that 
jurisdiction and authority of Commis- 
sion is well settled in respect to iis 
power to award damages where pub- 
lished rate has been declared unrea- 
sonable; Nicola, Stone & Myers Co vs 
L & N et al: Stetson Lumber Co vs 
Sou Ry et al: Phillips & Co vs Ill 
-— et al (three cases); July 11, p 
60. 

State Rates: Where a _ discrimination 
results from combination of state and 
interstate rates, both established by 
same carrier, matter is not withdrawn 
from jurisdiction of Commission by 
fact that discrimination is produced 
by an improper state rate; Reliance 
Textile & Dye Works vs Sou Ry et 
al; Jan. 18, p 6. 

State Rates: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission holds it has authority over 
state carriers when same participates 
in interstate shipment; Baer Bros 
Mere Co vs Mo Pac et al; April 18, 













p il. 

Statutes other than the Act to Regu- 
late Commerce: Held that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has no 
authoritv to administer; Haines vs C 
RI & P et al; March 21, p 25; King- 
fisher Mill & Elevator Co vs C RI 
& P et al; March 21, p 27; Gist vs 
C RI‘& P et al: March 21, p 27; 
Enid Ice & Fuel Co vs C RI & P 
et al; March 21, p 28; Johnston vs 
Cc RI& P; March 21, p 28. 

Switch Connections: Held that under 
provision of Section 1 of the Act to 
Regulate Commerce relating to switch 
connections, plenary descretion as to 
advisibilitv of such connection is not 
granted Commission, but conditions 
upon which it becomes duty of car- 
rier to make such connection are 
specified in Act: Rahway Valley vs 
DL & W: July 11, p 53. 

Switching Line: Belt line owned by 
municipality which participates in 
interstate movements is subject to 
jurisdiction of Act and of Commis- 
sion: Bul 2-90. 

Switching Roads: 
by railroad operating entirely within 
a state becomes subiect to the pro- 
visions of the Act if it engages ir 
interstate transportation. although it 


KANAVEL, 


Held that a carrier 


1908. 29 


has entered into no arrangement with 
any other carrier by railroad or water 
for the movement of traffic between 
points upon its line and points with- 
out the state; Leonard vs K C Sou 
et al; June 13, p 2. 

Terminal Companies: Held that where 
terminal company is a necessary ele- 
ment in and facility of the interstate 
transportation of commerce, Commis- 
Sion has jurisdiction to supervise and 
control it within statutory limits; 
Eichenberg vs Sou Pac Co et al; July 
18, p 64. 

Terminal Charges: State statute fixing 
terminal charges is not controlling 
with respect to interstate transporta- 
tion; duty of regulating such charges 
has been lodged with Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; Wilson Produce 
Co et al vs P R R; July 11, p 45. 

Water Carriers: Joint rate between 
water and rail carrier subjects former 
to jurisdiction of Commission; Bul 
2-66; June 20, p 1. 


GEORGE W., 
Kansas Commission. 

Utterances: Declares that Kansas com- 
mission’s authority should be in- 
creased; Oct. 31, p 58. 


e 


Chairman 


KANAWHA _ DESPATCH TARIFF 640 


Use of: Declared unlawful by Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; July 4, 
p 64. 

i 


KANSAS 


Carriers’ Accounts: Reports required 
by state board in conformity to ac- 
counting regulations of Interstate 
Commerce Commission are looked 
upon as a solution of the question 
of obtaining accurate statistics; Sept. 
12, p 47. 

Complaints: State intervenes in John- 
ston-Larimer Dry Goods Co et al vs 
A T & S F et al before Interstate 

— Commission; March 21, p 

Courts: Injunction against distance 
i sought by carriers; March 14, 
p 7. 

Courts: U. S. District court declares 
Kansas statute forbidding foreign 
corporations from transferring suits 
brought ‘against them from siate to 
federal courts unconstitutional; Jan. 


Federal court, Judge Pollock, 
holds ‘‘jobbing rates’’ in state com- 
mission’s freight schedules invalid; 
Oct. 10, p 66. 

Courts: Demurrage law of 1905 upheld 
7 state Supreme court; Feb, 15, p 


Demurrage: State opposes payment of 
demurrage charges on shipment of 
coal to state prison; June 20, p 70. 

Distance tariff ordered put in effect by 
state commission; Feb. 22, p 7. 

Drinking on trains: State commission 
eee prohibiting practice; Dec. 

2, p 60. 

Explosives: Commission investigates 
rules eras transportation of high 
explosives within state; April 11, p 4. 

Jurisdiction: Attorney-general holds 
supervision over telegraph and tele- 
phone service is vested in state com- 
mission; Feb. 29, p 8. 

Kanavel, George W.: Urges increase 
in state commission’s power; Oct. 31, 
p 58. 

Kansas City, Kan.: Commission orders 
Missouri Pacific road to build new 
station at Kansas City, Kan.; April 


» P lt. 

Liquor: Attorney-General Jackson de- 
clares that state can control inter- 
state shipments of liquor; Oct. 24, 


p 57. 

New Legislation: Chairman George W. 
Kanavel of state board of railroad 
commissioners urges increased powers 
for that body; Dec. 26, p 44. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 

Class Rates from Atlantic Seaboard 
Territory: Held that proportional 
rates from Mississippi River cross- 
ings, East St. Louis to East Dubuque, 
Ill., inclusive, should not exceed the 
following: First’ class, 5lec; second 
class, 38c; third class, 30c; fourth 
class, 238c; fifth class, 19c; Burnham, 
Hanna, Munger Dry Goods Co et al 
vs CRI& P et al; July 18, p 41. 

Terminal Charges: Reparation awarded 
shippers who paid switching charges 
which carriers’ tariff provided for ab- 
sorbing: Willington et al vs St L & 
S F; May 16, p 35. 









































































































































































































KENTUCKY 


Carriers’ Accounts: State commission 
calls on carriers to file reports of an- 
nual earnings on forms conforming 
with requirements of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; Sept. 5, p 69. 

Courts: Sou Pac Co appeals steam- 
ship tax case to Circuit court; Dec. 
12, 51. r 

colts: Federal court holds that state 
commission has no power to estab- 
lish freight rates; July 4, p 70. 

Courts: State appeals to U. S. Su- 
preme court from decision of Circuit 
court denying state commission power 
to fix intrastate rates (McChord law); 
Sept. 5, p 69. . 

Decisions: Greenville discrimination 
complaint against Ill Cent dismissed 
by state commission; March 21, p 87. 

Long and Short Haul: Waived as to 
Iii Cent between Louisville and 
Owensboro, Henderson, Paducah and 
Fordsville by state commission; April 


21, 5. 

Long "oma Short Haul: State commis- 
sion gives railroads right to ignore 
long and short haul clause of Ken- 
tucky’s constitution; Dec. 5, p 66. 


KNAPP, MARTIN A;, Chairman Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. 
Concurs in conclusion in Leonard vs 
K C Sou et al, but would supplement 
order and establish through route on 
coal from mining districts to West- 
port, Mo., through Dodson, and fix 
rate of $2.15 per ton; Leonard vs 
K C Sou et al; June 13, p 2. 

Dissents from majority opinion in case 
of Texas Cattle Raisers’ Assn vs M 
K & T etal; April 25,p5. 

Dissents from majority opinion in 
Western Oregon Lumber Manufac- 
turers’ Assn et al vs Union Pae 
Co et al; June 27, p 27. 5 

Dissents from majority opinion in Pot- 
latch Lumber Co et al vs Nor Pac 
et al; June 27, p 23. 5 

Dissents from majority opinion in_Cali- 
fornia Commercial Assn vs Welis, 
Fargo & Co; Aug. 1, Pp 57. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Ore- 
gon & Washington Lumber Manufac- 
turers’ Assn vs Union Pac et al; 
June 27, p 1. ; 

Dissents from majority opinion in Pa- 
cific Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ 
Assn vs Nor Pac et al; June 27, p 10. 

Dissents from majority opinion in Ex- 
port Shipping Co vs Wabash et ail 
(three cases); Aug. 1, p 46. 

Tariffs: Answers L. A. Clark’s query 
regarding application of ciassification 
rules to commodity tariffs; July 25, 


p 78. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Writes C. C. 
McCain relative to new form; Oct. 3, 
p 43. 


LANE, FRANKLIN K., Member of In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. 

Car Shortage and Distribution: Report, 
in full, to National Assn of Railway. 
Commissioners; Oct. 10, p 50. 

Discusses Willamette Valley lumber 
case and court order upholding Inter- 
state Commerce Commission decision 
in same; Oct. 10, p 65. , 

Dissents from majority opinion in Mil- 
waukee-Waukesha Brewing Co vs C 
M & St P et al; Jan. 4, p 4. | 

Dissents from majority opinion in 
George’s Creek Basin’ Coal Co et al 
vs B & O et al; July 11, p 65. 

Export: Makes public letter to the 
Tacoma Chamber of Commerce of 
Tacoma, Wash., defending ruling of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
requiring carriers to publish inland 
ae of export rates; Oct. 3, 
Pp 40. F 

Special report on alleged rebating by 
C & O; In the Matter of Rates, etc.; 
March 21, p 28. 

Utterances: Discusses control of in- 
terstate corporations in an address 
before the City Club of Chicago; 
Dec. 26, p 40. ( 


LAWRENCE, JOHN C., Washington 
Railroad Commissioner. 

Utterances: Urges that power of Wash- 
ington railroad commission be aug- 


mented; Sept. 12, p 46. 


LEASING CARRIER PROPERTY 


Lessee’s Shipments: Commission ex- 
presses doubt as to propriety of car- 
rier leasing part of its property to 
industry with understanding that in- 
dustry will make all of its shipments 
via line of that carrier; Bul 2-95. 
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LEGISLATION 


Calitornia: Attorney-General Webb, in 
biennial report, urges more. rate 
regulation; Nov. 14, p 44. 

Illinois: State Senator Samuel A. Et- 
telson drafts public service commis- 
sion bill to -be introduced in state 
legislature; Nov. 21, p 58. 

Indiana: Indiana Manufacturers’ and 
Shippers’ Assn asks more railroad 
legislation; April 25, p 70. 

Ohio: Chamberlain bill, increasing 
powers of state commission, becomes 
a law; May 2, p 28. 

Routing Shipper: Favor amendment to 
Hepburn Act, giving shipper control 
of intermediate routing; Dec. 12, p 
58. 

a 
LELAND, F. A., Chairman Southwestern 
Tariff Committee. 

Station Lists: Issues ‘Official List of 
Coes and Prepay Stations;’”’ Nov. 7, 
p 57. 


LIABILITY, CARRIERS. See “Carriers, 
Liability of.’’ 


LIGHTERAGE 

Illinois Manufacturers’ Assn protests 
against proposed changes in light- 
— charges at New York; Jan. 25, 


D ov. ’ 
Suspension: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission authorizes carriers to suspend 
new lighterage rules at eastern ports 
until March 14, 1908; March 7, p 3. 
Wait, J. J., addresses Traffic Club of 
Chicago on city’s lighterage needs; 
March 21, p 87; March 28, p 21. 


LIMESTONE. See “Stone.” 


LIMITATIONS 
Briefs not Filed on Time: Held that 
if briefs are not filed within the time 
fixed by the Commission no failure to 
accord the defendants a full hearing, 
as required by the fifteenth section, 
results from disposing of the case 
before the briefs are received; Uliman 
vs Adams Express Co et al; Dec. 12, 


ciate: Claims may be presented to 
Commission within two years from 
date of accrual thereof; Nicola, Stone 
& Myers Co vs L & N et al; Stet- 
son Lumber Co vs Sou Ry et ai; 
Phillips & Co vs Ill Cent et al (three 
cases); July 11, p 60. 

Claims: Claims filed since Aug. 28, 1907, 
limited within two years of filing; 
filed on or before Aug. 28, 1907, not 
limited; 15A-R81-Bul 1-10. 

Elkins Act: Held that repeal of Elkins 
Act by Hepburn Act did not invali- 
date suits already pending under for- 
mer measure; Feb. 29, p 1. 

Voluntary Organization: Complaint by 
voluntary organization does not stop 
statute of limitations to enable mem- 
bers later to take advantage of com- 
plaint to which otherwise they would 
be barred; Mo & Kan Shippers’ Assn 
vs A T & S F et al; April 25, p 1. 

Waiving Forbidden: Carrier is forbid- 
den to waive statute of limitation in 
settling claims; 15A-R81. 


LINCOLN, J. C., President National In- 
dustrial Traffic League. 

Rate Advance: Compiles figures show- 
ing freight rate advances in the last 
twenty years; Aug. 8, p 71. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Writes Com- 
missioner Clark relative to the use 
of dray tickets; Oct. 17, p 63. 

Utterances: In speech before ‘Traffic 
Club of Chicago explains organiza- 
tion purpose of National Industrial 
Traffic League; Dec. 5, p 60. 


LIQUOR 
Courts: Virginia Supreme Court of Ap- 
peals holds that brewers, etc., can- 
not offer carriers shipments destined 

ts prohibition territory; Dec. 12, p 


Kansas: Attorney-General Jackson de- 
clares that state can control inter- 
med shipments of liquor; Oct. 24, 
p 57. 

Oklahoma: Federal court restrains C 
RI & P from not accepting ‘Order 
Notify’ shipments into Oklahoma; 
Aug. 29, p 59. 

Prohibition Territory: Louisiana com- 
mission holds that it cannot forbid 
carriers to receive shipments for pro- 
hibition territory; Feb, 8, p 2. 


LIQUORS, WATERS AND WINES 
Mixed Carloads: Held that mineral 
water and beer and its products in 














mixed carloads are not entitled to 

L rates; Milwaukee-Waukeshua 
Brewing Co vs C M & St P et al; 
Jan, 4, p 4. 

Pueblo, Colo., to Leadville, Colo.: Held 
that rate of 45c on beer is unréa- 
sonable when used in _ interstate 
movement; Baer Bros Merc Co vs 
Mo Pac et al; April 18, p 11. 


LIVE STOCK 


Chicago, lll., from Southwestern Points: 
Rates ordered reduced; reduction of 
terminal charges from $2 to $1 per 
car reaffirmed; Cattle Raisers’ Assn 
of a vs M K & T et al; Sept. 


5, D fe 

Chicago, Ill., from Iowa Points: Held 
that rates are not unreasonable but 
grouping should be revised; Corn Beit 
Meat Producers’ Assn vs C B & Q 
et al; July 25, p 56. 

Chicago to Union Stock Yards, Chi- 
cago: Order of Interstate Commerce 
Commission reducing terminal charges 
from $2 to $1 per car enjoined by 
* ewe court at St. Paul; July 
’ p . 

Courts, U. S. Supreme: Held that 
carriers are not responsible for the 
loss of live stock in flood at Kansas 
City; Waite Cattle Co-et al vs A 
& S F; May 9, p 6. 

Courts: Rates from southwestern 
points to Chicago, St. Louis, Kan- 
sas City, etc.; U. S.. Circuit court at 
St. Louis, Judges Adams, Vande- 
vanter and Hook, refuse to enjoin 
order of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in Cattle Raisers’ Assn of 
— case reducing rates; Oct. 31, 
p " 

Feeding-in-Transit: Held that Iowa 
shoutld enjoy the same feeding-in- 
transit privileges on live stock as are 
granted Kansas, Nebraska and other 
states west of the Missouri River; 
Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Assn vs 
CB & Q et al; July 25, p 56. "i 

Leon, Kan., to Chicago, Ill.: Held that 
rate of 34c is unreasonable to the 
extent of 2%c; Martin vs C M & 
St P; May 16, p 1. 

Missouri River, .St Paul and Points 
Intermediate to Seattle: Held that 
rate of $170 per 36-foot car is not 
unreasonable; Frye & Bruhn et al vs 
Nor Pac et al; May 9, p 1. 

Portal, N. D., to Chicago, Ill: Com- 
plaint alleging unreasonable rates on 
cattle from Portal to Chicago as re- 
sult of minimum carload weights 
assessed, dismissed for want of evi- 
dence* Reed vs C M & St P et al; 
Dec. 19, p 53. 

Stock Cattle: South St. Paul, Minn., 
to South Dakota Points: Held that 
rates on stock cattle from South St. 
Paul, Minn., to points upon the 
Pierre Rapid City & Northwestern, 
should not exceed 75 per cent of beef 
cattle rates; Slimmer & Thomas vs 
C St PM & O et al; Nov. 28, p 338. 

Texas: Rates on live stock to Chi- 
cago held unreasonable; Tex Cattle 
Raisers’ Assn vs M K & T et al; 
April 25, p 5. 

Texas Points to Chicago, IIll.: Heid 
that rates are unreasonable and ter- 
minal charges at Chicago reaftirmed 
at $1 per car; Texas Cattle Raisers’ 
_— vs M K & T et al; April 25, 
p 5. 


t 


LOADING AND UNLOADING 


Courts, Federal: Judge Kohlsaat at 
Chicago refuses to order Mich Cent 
to furnish men to load and unload 
earload freight on team tracks, hold- 
ing that subject is under jurisdiction 
of Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Feb. 15, p_ 60. 

Fruit and Produce at Chicago, II!.: 
Held that carriers should load and 
unload carloads when _ shipped in 
packages where shipment goes to one 
consignee; that, for assorting and de- 
livering to the different consignees 
the contents of a consolidated car- 
load, the carrier may make a charge 
not to exceed ic per 100 pounds; 
Wholesale Fruit & Produce Assn vs 
A T&S F et al; Aug. 1, p 64. 

Jurisdiction: Held that rules or regu- 
lations prescribing who shall load 
and unload cars are rules or regula- 
tions affecting rates and therefore 
subject to the control of the Com- 
mission; Wholesale Fruit & Produce 
a vs A T & S F et al; Aug. 1, 
p ’ 

No Hard and Fast Rules Governing: 
Held that it cannot be stated as a 
matter of law that it is the absolute 
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Lincoln, 


Memphis, Tenn. 


hein 


Cent et al; Dec. 5, p 50. 
Oklahoma City, Okla., to Galveston, 
Tex., for Export: Held that rate on 


p 
Pacific Coast: Held that rates on soft- 


Pacific Coast and Northwest Points to 


-Pacific Coast and Northwest Points to 


Re ation: Held that ‘shipper is en- 


South Chica 


long and short haul clause; Pac Coast 
Lbr Mfrs’ Assn et al vs Nor Pac 
et al; Sept. 12, p 45. 
Neb., from Southwestern 
Points: Held that rates should not 
be higher than to Omaha; Lincoln 
Com Club vs C RI & P et al; April 
18, 4, 
h to New Orleans, La.: 
Held that rate of 12¢ per 100 lbs is 
unreasonable and that rate should 
_ exceed 10c; Thompson Lbr Co 
al vs Ill Cent et al; June 20, p 3. 
Tenn., to New Orleans, La.: 
Held that rates on staves, headings, 
cooperage stock”’ or “barrel ma- 
terial,” C L, should not exceed 10c; 
Thompson Lumber Co et al vs Ill 


walnut should not exceed 21%c; 
Miller Walnut Co vs AT & S F et al; 
Jan. 18, 5. 


wood lumber from Pacific Coast points 
to eastern destinations may be lower 
than rates on hardwood lumber from 
such eastern destinations to Pacific 
Coast points; Burgess et al vs Trans- 
continental Freight Bureau et al; 
June 20, p 8. 


umerous Middle Eastern and East- 
ern Points: Held that advance was 
unreasonable and rate adjustment 
not higher than that which was in 
effect prior to Nov. 1, 1907, ordered; 
Ore & Wash Lbr Mfrs’ Assn vs 
Union Pac et al; June @7, p 1. 


Various Eastern Points: Held that 
rates on lumber from points on de- 
fendant’s lines in Washington, Ore- 
on, Idaho, Montana and _ British 
olumbia to all points in territory 
west of a line running through and 
including Pembina and Grand Forks, 
N. D., Moorehead and Breckinridge, 
Minn., Sioux City and Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, St. 
Mo., Van Buren, Ark., and Galves- 
ton, Tex., are unreasonable and un- 
just to the extent that they exceed 
those in effect on Oct. 31, 1907; that 
the rates now in effect from _ said 
points of origin to the territory east of 
the territory above described are un- 
reasonable and unjust to the extent 
that they exceed 5c per 100 lbs above 
the rates in effect Oct. 31, 1907; Pa- 
cific Coast Lbr Mfrs’ Assn vs Nor 
Pac et al; June 27, p 10. 

Pacific Coast Cases: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission extends effective 
date of order in from Aug. 15 to Oct. 
15; Aug. 1, p 74. 

Piling: Held by Ohio state commission 
in Callahan & Sons vs CC C& StL 
that logs to be used for piling should 
take the same rates as logs other 
than piling when shipped under like 
circumstances and conditions; Nov. 
21, p 48. 

Portland, Ore., to Colorado and Eastern 
Points: Heid that, as satisfactory 
through route and joint rates alreaay 
exist, Commission cannot order es- 
tablishment of through routes and 
joint rates via Nor Pac, Gt Nor and 
Union Pac; Pacific Coast Lbr Mfrs’ 
Assn vs Nor Pac et al; June 27, p 18. 

Portland, Ore., to Utah’ Points: Heid 
that Gt Nor, Nor Pac and Union Pac 
should establish through routes and 
oint rates from Portland to certain 

tah points; Pacific Coast Lbr Mfrs’ 
‘Assn vs Nor Pac et al; June 27, p 18. 


tled to reparation on goods moved 
under unreasonable rates only from 
earriers who actually participated in 
movement; Nicola, Stone & Myers Co: 
vs L & N et al; Stetson Lumber Co 
vs Sou Ry et al; Phillips & Co 
We Tl a et al (three cases); July 
Pp 
Sash and Doors, Chicago, Ill., to Wil- 
liamson, W. Va.; Complaint alleging 
unreasonable rate on sash and doors, 
C L, from Chicago to Williamson, 
held unsubstantiated and dismissed; 
Chicago Sash & Door Assn vs Norf 
& West et al; Dec. 19, p 45. 
ee SS from Ridge and 
Wilcox, Mich.: Held that ratés on 
cedar cross ties, C L, should not ex- 
ceed 12c; Forster Bros Co vs DS $8 
& A et al; July 18, p 85. 

Routes and Joint Rates: Peti- 
tion for establishment of on lumber 
and shingles from western Washing- 
ton to certain eastern points via Port- 





Use of Stakes: 


Willamette Valley 


Joseph and Kansas City,|, 


MARINE 
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land, Ore. 
Union Pac system dismissed; Pacitic 
Coast Lbr Mfrs’ Assn et al vs Nor 


Pac et al; Sept. 12, p 45. 
Through Routes: Interstate Commerce 
Commission orders through routes 


through Portland, Ore., for fir and 
spruce lumber, shingles, cedar lum- 
ber and long timbers requiring two 
or more cars, including with each 
commodity other forest products 
grouped therewith, viz., from _ all 
points in Washington on Nor Pac 
as far north as Seattle and not east 
of Palmer, Wash., excluding points 
south and east of Seattle having rail 
connections with Seattle only by 
junction points north’ of Seattle, tv 
Salt Lake and Ogden, Utah, and ito 
all other points in Utah taking Salt 
Lake or Ogden rates on _ forest 
products from Portland, Ore., as 
shown by ‘Trans-Cont Freight Bu- 
reau Tariff I C C No 564 and sup- 
plements thereto; Pacific Coast Lbr 
Mfrs’ Assn et al vs Nor Pac et al; 


Sept. 12, p 45. 

Held that defendants’ 
regulations requiring shippers of 
lumber on open cars to stake and 
secure loads for safe carriage are not 
unjust or unreasonable; National 
Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Assn et 
al vs A CL et al; July 11, p 55 


Willamette Valley to San Francisco: 


Held that advance of rate on green 
fir lumber was unreasonable and that 
rate should not exceed $3.40 per ton; 
West Ore Lbr Mfrs’ Assn et al vs 
Sou Pac et al; June 27, p 27. 

in Oregon to San 
Francisco, Cal.: U. S. Circuit court 
(California) denies petition of Sou 
Pac for an injunction restraining In- 
terstate Commerce Commission from 
wre rates on rough lumber; Oct. 
10, p 


LUTZ, CHAS. A. 


Appointed chief examiner of accounts 
in the Division of Statistics and Ac- 
counts of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; July 4, p 71. 


MACHINERY 


Hopkins, Minn., to Abbyville, Kan.: 
Held that joint rate should not ex- 
ceed sum of locals, viz., 54c; Min- 
neapolis Threshing Machine Co vs 
CM & St P et al; Nov. 28, p 43. 


MAILING LIST 


Interstate Commerce Commission: Com- 
mission designates to whom it will 
mail copies of official circulars and 
rulings; 15A-R80. 


MANURE 


Washington, D. c., to Glendale, Md.: 
Rate of 45c per "gross ton held ex- 
7 oa and 40c rate prescribed; May 

» Pp 4 


INSURANCE 


Class Rates: Held that carriers must 
definitely assume marine insurance 
to justify advance in class rates from 
eastern points to Chicago and Min- 
neapolis via lake-and-rail; Wyman, 
Partridge & Co et al vs B & M 
et al; March 28, p 1. 


Regulations: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission orders incorporating in tariffs 
covering lake-and-rail shipments west- 
bound, provision that carrier assumes 
risk usually covered by marine insur- 
ance; In the Matter of Marine Insur- 
ance in Westbound Lake-and-Ra1l 
Tariffs; June 6, p 7. 


MARKING RULES 


Official Classification: New rules pro- 
_—— . for marking packages; May 

New Yori: Public service commission 
extends provisions of former order 
to 36 more carriers; Oct. 24, p 66. 


New York: Official Classification rule 
for marking L C L freight modificd 
in New York. by public service com- 
mission; July 25, p 47. 

Publicity: Circulars distributed calling 
attention to new marking rule in Of- 
ficial Classification; June 13, p 83. 


MASURITE 


Classification: Held that masurite 
should be classified as 1% times first 
class, LCL, and as second class, 
20,000 minimum: Mas Exp Co vsP & 
L E et al; April 25, p 17. 


Express: 


Passenger Fares: 


McKENNA, E. 


Utterances: 


MICHIGAN MANUFACTURERS’ 


over Nor Pac, Gt Nor and| MASSACHUSETTS 
Express: 


Rate advance in Boston ter- 
ritory defended by express com- 
panies; Aug. 15, p 49. 


Express: State commission makes pub- 


lic brief filed against express com- 
panies in case involving advance ofr 
charges in Boston territory; extracts 
from brief; Aug. 22, p 47. 


State commission holds ad- 
vanced rates in Boston territory un- 
— and excessive; Oct. 10, 


Pp 
atid: * Governor condemns transporta- 


tion service given state; Jan. 11, p 9. 
Suburban fare zone 
for Boston, establishment of under- 


= by state commission; July 4, 
p e 
Safety of Freight Trains: State com- 


mission declares freight trains are 
adequately manned; Oct. 3, p 51. 


W., Vice-President C. M, 
& St. P. Ry. 

Addresses Western Rail- 
way Club on “Constituency Without 
Representation;’’ speech in full; Oct. 
24, p 53. " 


MEATS. See ‘Packing House Products.” 


— CHAS. S., President, N. Y. 
& H. Ry. 

Rate peda Gives out interview 

denying contemplated advance in 


local freight rates on N Y NH & H; 
Dec, 12, p 61. 


MERGER 
Investigation: 


Held that investigation 
of is not a matter of public inter- 
est or proper discharge of official 
duties of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; Manning ¥s C & A et al; 
Feb. 22) p 5. 


Oklahoma: Governor calls on attorney- 


general to take 
Rock Island-Frisco 
p 6. 


steps to dissolve 
merger; March 7, 


MEXICO 


Ore and class rates in Mexico; 


March 
7, p 4 


MICHIGAN 


Car Service: Michigan Manufacturers’ 
Assn protests against demurrage 
rules of carriers; July 4, p 73. 


Carriers: State commission issues gen- 
eral orders to intrastate carriers; 
Feb. 22, p 7. 


Courts: State Supreme sustains validity 
of maximum freight rate law of 1872; 
Sept. 26, 50. 

Cream Rates: State commission holds 
present intrastate rates unreasonable 
and substitutes maxima therefor, 
said maxima being constructed on 
mileage basis; Oct. 3, p 46 

Free Transportation: State commission 
ealls for list of pass-holders; issues 
supplement regarding the filing of 
tariffs; Jan. 18, p 

Free Transportation: Commission is- 
sues order relative to filing lists of 


a receiving free passes; April 
p 
Long - and Short Haul: Commission 


gives ruling covering cases when less 
may be charged for the longer haul; 
March 14, p 7. 

Passenger’ Fares: Commission  dis- 
cusses railroad earnings under two- 
cent fare law; March 7, p 6. 

Rate Advance: Saginaw Valley lumber- 
men organize to oppose freight rate 
advances; July 25, p 47. 

Tariff Rules: State’ commission issues 
supplement 5 to circular 2 and tariff 
rulings Nos. 1 to 8, inclusive, repro- 
duced in full; Oct. ’3, p 49. 

Tariff Posting Ruies: State commission 
demands strict enforcement of regu- 
lations; Nov. 14, p 47. 

Tariffs: Commission issues circular giv- 
ing data that must appear on intra- 
state tariffs; March 14, p 7. 

Tariff Reports: State ceenvcheiiton is- 
sues daily bulletins of tariffs filed 
with it; May 23, p 62. 


ASSO- 

CIATION 
Demurrage: Complains of car service 
_ to state commission; July 4, p 


MICHIGAN RETAIL LUMBER DEAL- 


ERS’ ASSOCIATION 


Wm. H. Taft speaks on “Commerce 
ee before association; Feb. 
> BP we 
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MILLS, IRA B., Commissioner, Minne- 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


INDEX 


MILLS, DR. JAS., Canadian Railway 


Commissioner. 
Utterances: Discusses work of Cana- 
dian commission; Feb. 29, p 55. 


sota. 

Reports: Presents report on ‘Rates 
and -Rate-Making’”’ to National Asso- 
ciation of Railway Commissioners; 
Oct. 17, p 53. 


Class Rates from Atlantic Seaboard 
Territory: Held that because of 
water and Canadian competition rates 
may reasonably be lower than rates 
to Missouri River cities; Burnham, 
Hanna, Munger Dry Goods Co et al 
vs C R1& P et al; July 18, p 41. 

Class Rates: From New York, class 
rates via lake-and-rail (without ma- 
rine insurance) fixed as_ follows: 
Class 1, 80c; Class 2, 69c; Rule 25, 
59c; Class 3, 53c; Rule 26, 42c; Class 
4, 37c; Class 5, 32c; Class 6, 26%c; 
Wyman, Partridge & Co et al vs 
B & M et al; March 28, p 1. 

Export Flour Rates: Minneapolis mill- 
ers file complaint with Interstate 
Commerce Commission, alleging dis- 
criminatory. rates on export flour in 
favor of Buffalo, N. Y.; summary of 
complaint; Dec. 26, p 43. 

- 


MINNESOTA 


Courts, U. S. Supreme: Petition of At- 
torney-General Young for relief in 
maximum freight rate case denied 
by U. S. Supreme court; April 4, p 1.} 

Courts: Taking of testimony in state 
rate cases to begin June 2; May 39, 


p 2. 

Decisions: Commission decides case 
of Lindsay Bros. vs C Gt W, invoiv- | 
ing long smd _ short haul clause, | 
awarding complainant $13.39 repara- | 
tion; Jan. 25, p 7. | 

Free Transportation: Anti-pass law| 
goes into effect; Jan. 11, p 10. | 

Long and Short Haul: Minnesota com- | 
mission holds that, where an at-| 
tempt has been made to make an| 
intermediate rate higher than the} 
rate for the long haul, the shipper 
is at least entitled to the rate charged 
for the long haul; Jan. 25, p 7. 

Reports: Annual report, extracts and 
recommendations from annual report 
of commission; Feb. 29, p 8. 

Reports: Annual report filed; summary 
of statistics from; Jan. 11, p 6 

Switching: Rates on innesota Trans- 
fer Ry established; Jan. 18, p 138. 

Taxes: Northern Pacific agrees to pay 
penalty on gross earnings tax; Jan. 
11, p 10. 


MISSISSIPPI* ae 
Car Service Rules: State commission 
amends car service rules after con- 
ference with demurrage Officials; 
Dec. 12, p 62. . 
Oil, Coal: Protest against reduction in 
coal oil rates; Jan. 4, p 15. 
Passenger Fares: Senate refuses to 
act on two-cent passenger fare meas- 
ure; Feb. 29, p 56. . 
Rates: J. C. Kincannon, former rail- 
road commissioner, compares Missis- 
sippi freight and passenger rates 
with those in Alabama; Feb. 1, p 13. 


MISSOURI 

Coal: State commission rescinds reduc- 
tion orders on coal and switching 
rates; Jan. 11, p 10. 

Courts, Federal: Two-cent passenger 
and maximum freight rate laws are 
attacked in U. S. Circuit court at 
Kansas City, Mo.; Nov. 14, p 48. 

Courts, Federal: Judge McPherson, in 
Federal court, at Kansas City, hands 
down decision holding that he has 
oe in fight over state rate 
aws; April 4, p 18. 

Courts: State Supreme court denies 
motion of Attorney-General Hadley 
for appointment of commissioner to 
take testimony in ouster suit against 
Mo Pac et al; April 11, p 3. 

Free Transportation: Supreme court 
holds unconstitutional law requiring 
carrier to give return transportation 
free to live stock shippers; May 16, 


p 62. 

Fruits: Ozark Fruit Growers’ Associa- 
tion petition state commission for 
lower rates on fruits; Jan. 18, p 13. 

Fruit: Rate order rescinded by state 
board; weighing order issued; Feb. 8, 


eo. 
Joplin: Shippers of Joplin ask lower 
freight rates; Aug. 29, p 58. 
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Maximum Rate Schedule: State board 
fixes date for hearing of complaints 
growing out of division of state for 
maximum freight rates schedule pur- 
poses; June 13, p 82. 

Report: State commission 
—— annual report; May 23, 
p 6. 

Switching: State commission rescinds 
reduction orders on switching rates at 
ne and Kansas City; Jan. 11, 
p 10. 


MISSOURI BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Francis, James B., addresses association 
on “The Legal and Commercial As- 
pect of Bills of Lading;’’ July 4, p 71. 


MISSOURI _ RIVER RATE CASE 


Appeal: Full text of petition filed by 
the C RI & P wi United States 
Circuit court in injunction case 
against Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; Oct. 24, p 48. 

Injunction: U. S. Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals, at Chicago, enjoins order of 
Interstate Commerce Commission, re- 
ducing proportional class rates to 
Missouri River cities on goods from 
Atlantic seaboard territory; Nov. 7, 
p 45. 


MISROUTING 


Coal, Rugby, Colo., to Carmen, Okla.: 
Carrier’s agent misroutes shipment, 
resulting in higher rates, and Com- 
mission allowed reparation; Cedar 
Hill C & C Co vs Colo & Sou; Dec. 
19, p 49. 

Carriers Not Subject to Act: Carrier 
disregards shipper’s instructions on a 
shipment from North Carolina to Cal- 
ifornia to send same via New York 
and Isthmus of Panama, and for- 
wards shipment all-rail under rate 
alleged to be higher than via route 
indicated. Commission holds refund 
cannot be authorized because no 
tariffs are on file with Commission 
via route shipper wished consignment 
to move; Bul 2-94; error in print cor- 
rected; Oct. 31, p 49. 

No ‘Tariffs: Carrier which misroutes 
shipment and sends it over line of an- 
other carrier which has no tariff in 
effect may refund to shipper, while 
earrier which participated in move- 
ment, without lawful tariff applicable 
thereto, should be dealt with through 
the Department of Prosecutions; Bul 
2-91. 

Responsibility of Carrier: Held that 
when earrier routes shipment via 
more expensive route, shipper is en- 
titled to reparation on basis of 
cheaper route; McCaull-Dinsmore Co 
vs C Gt W et al; Nov. 28, p 39. 

Rules: Commission issues administra- 
tive ruling, outlining liability for mis- 
routing of freight; 15A-R70. 

t 

MONTANA 

Complaints: Kalispell complains. of 
freight and passenger conditions at 
that point; March 28, p 22. 

Demurrage: State commission issues 
rules governing; Jan. 25, “ 

Farm Products: State board affects re- 
duction in intrastate rates; Oct. 3, 

53. 

Rate Changes: Digest of state board’s 
bulletin of intrastate changes; Sept. 
19, p 50. 

Report: State commission issues an- 
nual report, extracts from; Sept. 19, 
p 50. 

t 

MONTREAL, P. Q. 

Freight bureau as adjunct to board 
of trade proposed; Feb. 22, p 59. 


MOSELEY, EDWARD 4A., Secretary In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. 
Utterances: Addresses members of 
Master Car Builders’ Assn in Wash- 
ington; June 20, p 19. 


MOTOR CAR SERVICE 
Wisconsin: Commission dismisses com- 
plaint against motor car service of 
Till Cent between Madison, Wis., and 
Freeport, Ill.; March 7, p 7. 


MOTORCYCLE 
St. Louis, Mo., to Denver, Colo.: Held 
that rate should not exceed rate on 
bicycles between the same points: 
Merchants’ Traffic Assn vs A T & 
S F et al; March 28, p 7. 


MULTIGRAPHS 
Classified: Heid that multigraphs 
should be classified 1% times first 


NATIONAL 
E 


class when packed in cases, L C L; 
Forest City Freight Bureau vs Car- 
— in Western Class Ter; April 18, 
p 26. 


issues] NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RAIL- 


WAY COMMISSIONERS 
Car Distribution and Shortage: Report 
of Franklin K. Lane, Interstate Com- 
_merce Commissioner; Oct. 10, p 50. 
Carriers’ Accounts: Committee presents 
report on uniform system of account- 
ing, as authorized by the Act to 
_ Regulate Commerce; Oct. 17, p 53. 
Convention: Call for twentieth annual 
convention to be held at Washing- 
7 C., Oct. 6, issued; Sept. 19, 


p 53. 

Rate-Making: Commissioner Mills of 
Minnesota presents report on ‘Rates 
and Rate-Making;” Oct. 17, p 53. 


INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC 
LEAGU 


Claims: Interest on freight claims not 
— within 30 days, asked; Jan. 11, 


p 5 

Docket for St. Louis meeting, Sept. 14; 
Aug. 29, p 56. 

J. C. Lincoln, in speech before the 
Traffic Club of Chicago, explains or- 
gonissiicn purpose of League; Dec. 
v, Pp \ 

Meeting: Digest of reports of different 
committees given at meeting in Chi- 
cago, Oct. 8; Oct. 10, p 57. 

Rate Advance: Protests advance in 
freight rates_by resolutions adopted 
in Chicago; May 16, p 15. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: League urges 
adoption of form, requiring carriers 
to handle shipments subject to com- 
mon law liability; Sept. 26, p 51. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: League con- 
tinues fight for permission to use 
dray tickets; J. C. Lincoln writes 
Commissioner Clark on subject; Oct. 


17, p 63. 
Uniform Bill of Lading: Decides to con- 
3 a a against new form; Nov. 
» Dp : 


NEBRASKA 


Classification: State commission author- 
izes changes in freight and passenger 
wanes specific orders cited; Jan. 11, 
p 10. 

Coal: Commission wins contest over 
coal rates from Wyoming points; 
— _ Com vs Union Pac; April 

, p e 

Complaint: Attorney files brief asking 
for reduction in sugar rates from 
Omaha to Grand Island, with state 
commission; Aug. 22, p 52. 

Courts: State Supreme. upholds ae- 
cision of lower court requiring Mo 
Pac to construct a switch track to 
property of Farmers’ Elevator Co at 
Strausville; March 28, p 22. 

Courts, U. S. Supreme: Held that 
mandamus sought in suit with Bur- 
lington railroad over freight rate 
schedules, etc., was not proper pro- 
ceeding after Circuit court had ruled 
against plaintiff; State of Neb et al 
vs C B & Q; May 2, p 25. 

Decisions: Nebraska state board al- 
lows Union Stock Yards Co of Omaha 
to increase switching rates at South 
Omaha; Dec. 19, . 

Decisions: Complaint asking for same 
out-and-in rates at all points dis- 
missed; Chicago Lumber Co et al vs 
CB & Q ét al; Dec. 12, p 51. 

Decisions: State commission decides 
complaint of Farmers’ Co-operative 
Creamery Co et al vs Pacific Express 
Co et al in favor of complainant; 
Jan. 4, p 15. 

Distance Tariff: Petition for presented 
to state commission; Feb. 15, p 8. 
Express: Motion of state for appoint- 
ment of referee in express cases set 

for hearing; March 28, p 22. 

Express: Attorney-General Thompson 
files motion in suit of perpetual in- 
junction against the Adams Express 
Co to prevent violation of the Sib- 
ley law; Aug. 29, p 58. 

Free Transportation: Judge Thomas at 
Columbus holds that physician having 
an indeterminate contract with a 
carrier to do work for a stated amount 
per month 'and an annual pass was 
not guilty of violating anti-pass laws; 
March 21, P 0. 

Freight Service: Rulo man makes in- 
formal complaint of freight service 
at that point to the state commis- 
sion; Aug. 29, p 57. - 

Hearings: State commission holds 
nae on Circular 22; April 11, 
p o. 
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Passenger Fares: Union Pacific peti- 
tions commission for permission to 
cancel certain intrastate passenger 
fares, alleging that they are unre- 
munerative; July 25, p> 76. 

Rate Changes: State railway commis- 
sion authorizes a number of minor 
changes in intrastate freight rates; 
Dec, 26, p 41, 

Rate Changes: State commission au- 
thorizes various changes in intrastate 
wanes: specific changes cited; Oct. 3, 

9 


Pp 52. 

Rates: Commission gives notice of in- 
vestigation of all intrastate rates; 
Feb. 22, p 7. 

Rates, Special: State commission au- 
thorizes numerous changes in intra- 
state schedules; specific changes cited; 
Sept. 5, p . 
eport: State railway commission files 
|= genes report with governor; Dec. 
26, p by 

Statistics: State commission compiles 
figures reporting a saving of over 
$6,000,000 to state shippers as a re- 
sult of new rate regulations; Aug. 
29, p 58. 


NELSON, JOHN HORATIO 

Publications, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission: Writes book treating of; 
Oct. 24, p 


/ 


Ore Rates: Railroad commission gath- 
ers data relative to cost of handling 
ore business; June 20, p 18. 

Passenger Fares: Reduced on Nev 
Nor; March 14, p 60. 


NEW CARS ; 

Tariffs: Tariffs may provide for light 
loading of new cars on initial trip, 
but the carload minimum weight con- 
tained in the tariff must be applied 
and observed; S2 to 15A, p 6. 


NEW JERSEY 

Courts, State: Court of errors reverses 
decision of lower court in case of 
Erie vs Wanaque Lumber Co, which 
decided in favor of defendant in suit 
brought to recover demurrage charges 
on several shipments of lumber; June 

9 


pe” Governor J. F., in an interview, 
favors increase in power of state rail- 
road commission or the creation of a 
public utilities commission to replace 
railroad board; Nov. 28, p 53. 

Newark: Board of trade makes sev- 
eral recommendations for changes in 
transportation matters; June 20, p 71. 

State commission opposes giving itself 
power to establish rates; Jan. II, 


p 10. 


} 
NEWMAN, W. H., President, N. Y. Cen- 
tral Lines. 


Resigns: W. H. Newman, president of 


the N. Y. Central Lines, sends resig- 
nation, effective Feb. 1, 1909, to board 
of directors; Dec. 26, p 43. 


NEW ROADS 
Rates: Provision of tariff circular pro: 


\ 


viding that rates may be established 
on “new lines’? without notice ap- 
plies to newly constructed lines only; 


Bul 1-4. 


Tariffs: New roads may publish tariffs 
of rates and fares upon one day’s 


advance notice; 15A-R57. 


NEWSPAPER EMPLOYES. 
Free Transportation: Newspaper em- 


ployees on special newspaper trains 
are not entitled to free or reduced 
transportation under provision of 


“Caretakers;” 15A-R65. 
NEW YORK 


Baggage Contract: Commission in Troy 
and Everts vs L V_ holds that car- 
rier has right to make contract with 
particular company or _ individual, 
granting exclusive right to solicit 
baggage at stations and in cars, sub- 
ject to interference by commission 
if public is not satisfactorily served; 


Aug. 8, p 51 


Cream: Rate case adjusted; hearing 
indefinitely postponed; July 11, p 40. 
Decisions: Public service commission 
settles several small cases out of 


court; April 11, p_ 5. 


Dericions: N Y & N J is required to 
ruild passenger stations at New 
Citv and to put into effect an amended 
passenger train schedule hetween 

New City and Nannet, N. Y.; May 


30, p 51 
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Decisions: Public service commission 
holds rate of 37%c on cider from 
Huntington, L. I., to New York city, 
which rate includes return of empty 
cases and wagon deliveries, to be 
just and reasonable; Oct. 31, p 57. 

Decisions: Interurban Electric Express 
Co of Syracuse denied permission to 
exercise rights as express company 
on certain railways in and near Syra- 
cuse by public service commission; 
Aug. 8, p 70. s 

Discontinuance of Train Service: Held 
by state commission that a reduction 
in winter traffic, as compared with 
summer, justifies discontinuance of 
certain train service; March 21, p 39. 

Electric Railways: Electric merger plan 
of the Elmira, Corning & Waverly 
refused authorization by public ser- 
vice commission; Aug. 15, p 48. 

Express: Express company must not 
decline to accept shipments because 
it cannot make delivery at destina- 
tion, except over a connecting line, 
. ae by public service commission; 

eb. 5 . 

Express: Public service commission is- 
sues order specifying when express 
shipments destined to points served 
only by another express which also 
has an Office at point where ship- 
ments originate must be accepteda; 
March 14, p 7. 

Grade Crossing: Held that all practica- 
ble methods of carrying highway with 
electric line over or under steam rail- 
road should be considered before an 
electric line is permitted to cross at 
grade; March 21, p 39. 

Hearings: Buffalo freight and passen- 
ger facilities complaint set for hear- 
a by state commission; March 14, 
p-¢. 


NEW YORK CITY 


Legislation: Adopts resolutions oppos- 
ing hostile legislation in reference to 
carrier companies; Dec. 19, p 66. 

Legislation: Senator Grady introduces 
bill to prevent discrimination in 
freight rates in state legislature; 
Feb. 29, p 8. 

Marking Rule: Official Classification 
marking rule modified by order of 
a service commission; July 25, 
p a 

Marking Rule: Public service commis- 
sion extends order modifying Official 
Classification regulations on marking 
L C L freight, making 36 more car- 
riers subject to its provisions; Oct. 
24, p 66. 

Marking Rule: Public service com- 
mission makes final modification of 
Official Classification marking rule; 
Aug. 29, p 57. 

Orders: Public service commission 
serves orders on several carriers reia- 
tive to minor and local matters; 
June 27, p 34. 

Passenger’ Facilities: Public service 
commission seeks data on fall and 
winter schedules of carriers; Sept. 
19, p 51. 

Passenger Train Reports: Public serv- 
ice commission prepares blanks for 
railroads to make reports. 

Reduced Rates: New York Central & 
Hudson River announces reduction in 
class rates on R W & O Line in 
northern New York; April 25, p 70. 

Reparation: Public service commission 
ee reparation rules; Aug. 22, p 


Report: Digest of first annual report 
of — service commission; Feb. 
15, p 9. 

Right to Fix Maximum Fares in Fran- 
chise: Held by the public service 
commission ir the case of Edwards 
vs N Y & LI Traction Co, that the 
grantors of a franchise have the right 


NORTH CAROLINA 
Courts, U. S. Supreme: Affirms de- 





via Sou_ Ry, through Morristown, 
Tenn.: Held that rates should not 
exceed the following: First class, §1; 
second class, 85c; third class, Tic; 
fourth class, 55c; fifth class, 48c; 
sixth class, 40c; Commercial Club of 
Johnson City vs B & O et al; July 4, 
46. 


p 
Class Rates: To Chicago and Minne- 


apolis via lake-and-rail (without 
marine insurance), fixed as follows: 
To Chicago, Class 1, 59c; Class 2, 51c; 
Rule 25, 43c; Class 3, 40c; Rule 26, 
32c; Class 4, 29c; Class 5, 25¢c; Class 
6, 21%c. To Minneapolis, Class 1, 
80c; Ciass 2, 69c; Rule 25, 59c; Class 
3, 58c; Rule 26, 42¢c; Class 4, 37c; 
Class 5, 32c; Class 6, 264%c; Wyman, 
Partridge & Co et alvs B & M et al; 
March 28, p 1 


Class Rates to Johnson City, Tenn., 


when via Norf & West, through Bris- 
tol, Va.-Tenn.: Held that rates shall 
not exceed those from New York, 
N. Y.. to Morristown, Tenn.; Com- 
mercial Club of Johnson City vs M 
& O et al; July 4, p 46. 


Grain: New York Produce Exchange 


grain members seek to regain lost 
export trade; July 4, p 73. 


Port Freedom: Business men adopt 


resolutions seeking greater port free- 
dom and alleging that lack of ade- 
quate facilities is making serious in- 
roads on gity’s maritime trade; Aug. 
29, p 58 


Terminal Facilities: Henry J. Pierce 


in speech before Traffic Club declares 
that Manhattan is hampered by in- 
adequate freight facilities; Nov. 7, p 


od. 
Track Storage: Held that reasonable 


track storage charges at yards in 
Greater New York should not exceed 
the following per car, to wit: First 
two days, nothing; third and fourth 
days, $1; fifth and each succeeding 
day, $2; New York Hay Exchange 
Assn vs P R R et al; July I1l,.p 41. 


NOOKSACK, WASH. 
Fruits: Apples, to Minneapolis, Minn.: 


Held that rates from Nooksack should 

not exceed rates from Bellingham, 

Everett, Seattle, Tacoma and similar 

points in Washington; Gamble-Robin- 

= a eae Co vs Nor Pac; Noy. 
» P 38. 


NORTH DAKOTA 
Courts: State Supreme court declares 


law fixing maximum rate for family 
1,000-mile books is unconstitutional; 
May 2, p 28. 


eision of Circuit court, in case of 
ticket agent convicted in police 
court of violating state rate law; 
April 4, p 11. 


Passenger Fares: Compromise bill on 


paapenger fares given in full; Feb. 8, 
p 


Passenger Fares: Governor Glenn issues 


proclamation for a _ session of the 
general assembly to modify 2%4c pas- 
senger law; Jan. 18, p 14. 


OCEAN CARRIERS 
Export and Import Tariffs: Inlane 


earriers are required to publish in 
regular manner inland proportions of 
export and import rates; 15A-R86. 


Jurisdiction: Held that ocean carrier 


established under laws of Cuba and 
transporting traffic between Habana 
and Galveston is not subject to the 
Act to Regulate Commerce; Lykes 
Steamship Line vs the Commercial 
Union et al; April 18, p 24. 


to fix maximum fares to be charged| OCEAN RATES 


by grantee both within and without 
-. of the grantors; March 
; Pp « 

Speed of Freight: Average time re- 
cuired for movement of shipments 
from Rochester tabulated by means 
of post card reports; March 28, p 22. 


NEW YORK CITY 

Subway Belt: Plans for a_ belt line 
freight subway in New York City 
are submitted to public service com- 
mission of the first district; Oct. 17, 
DM &%. 

Chamber of Commerce report declares 
that-freight movement of the port of 
New Vork has largely outgrown the 
facilities for prompt and cheap dis- 
patch: Aug. 1, p 75. 

Class Rates to Johnson City, Tenn., 


Jurisdiction: Held that 


OHIO 


Commission 
has _ no jurisdiction over pooling of 
traffic by ocean carriers; Cosmopoli- 
tan Shipving Co vs Hamburg-Ameri- 
can Packet Co; March 28, p 8. 


OFFICIALS 
Correspondence: Commission requesns, 


earriers to designate officials with 
whom it may carry on correspona- 
ae relative to rate matters; 15A- 
R79. 


Accidents: Commission makes _ report 
On grade crossing accident of Toledo 
W_ Traction Co and Mich Cent 
near Toledo and recommends changes 
in Jaw; March 14, p 59. 
Car Service: State commission issues 
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amended car service rules; April 4, 
oa 


18. 

Complaints: Carbon Coal Mining Co 
files complaint with state coimmis- 
sion against Marietta C & C, alieg- 
ing ‘discriminatory car service; Jan. 
18, p 14. 

Courts: Hearing on _ injunction’ suit 
started by railroads against state 
railroad commission is set for June 
15; June 13, p 31. 


“ Courts: Car service rules of state com- 


mission enjoined in court; May 16, 
14, 

Seeean: Common Pleas court for 
Franklin County upholds Commis- 
sion’s anti-discrimination order 
against the Southeastern Ohio Ry’ 
L & P Co; July 4, p 7. 

Decisions: Shyrock vs B & O, com- 
plaint in re compulsory establishment 
of reduced rate commutation tickets 
eee by state commission; Feb. 
99 

Decisions: Held by state commission 
in Callahan & Sons vs CC C & St L, 
that logs to be used for piling should 
take the same rates as logs ether 
than piling when shipped under like 
circumstances and conditions; present 
rates on logs between certain speci- 
sa held reasonable; Nov. 21, 

48. 

Decisions: Held by state commission 
in Carbon Coal Mining Co vs Marietta 
Columbus & Cleveland that defendant 
discriminated against complainant in 
the matter of coal car distribution 
and mine rating; that the practice 
of defendant in not taking into ac- 
count foreign railway fuel cars con- 
signed to mines on its line in appor- 
tioning and distributing this avail- 
able coal car equipment; Nov. 21, p 
50. 

Decisions: State board decides case of 
Pierce Hay & Grain Co of Van Wert 
vs_Cin Nor and Penna Co; April 23, 

iu. 

Decision: State commission dismisses 
complaint of Greer-Beatty Clay Co of 
Magnolia, O., vs Penna Co, alleging 
discrimination in favor of National 
Fireproofing Co; May 30, p 50. 

Demurrage: State commission files 
unswer to injunction suit of carriers 
against the enforcement of eommis- 
sion’s car service rules on interstate 
business; Sept. 5, p 67. 

Demurrage on Lake Coal: Suspended 
by state commission; Aug. 15, p 49. 
Demurrage on Lake Coal: Time for 
collection of charges again extended 
by state commission; Aug. 22, p 46. 
Demurrage: State commission answers 
suit of railroads seeking to enjoin 
commission from enforcing car serv- 
ice rules on interstate business; Sept. 

19, p 52. 

Legislation: Chamberlain bill, increas- 
ing power of state commission, be- 
comes a law; May 2, p 28. 

Legislation: Chamberlain bill  intro- 
duced in state legislature; Feb. 29, 
p 56. 

Legislation: Chamberlain bill passes 
lower house; March 7, p 5. 

Passenger Fares: Twin ticket case of 
Hocking Valley carried to Supreme 
eourt of Ohio by state commission; 
July 4, p 43. 

Reweighing: State board formulates 
a for reweighing cars; May 30, 
p 50. 

Station Facilities: Commission in case 
of village of Greenwich vs Nor O Ry 
affirms right to prescribe adequate 
station facilities; March 14, p 59. 

Tariff Rules: State commission issues 
new set of rules governing the con- 
struction of filing of intrastate pas- 
senger and freight schedule; Nov. 21, 


p 52. 

Weighing: Weighing and reweighing 
rules proposed by state commission; 
Feb. 29, p 9. { 


OKLAHOMA 

Cottonseed: State corporation commis- 
sion makes 30 per cent reduction on 
cottonseed and cottonseed products 
rates; Oct. 3, p 51. 

-Courts, State: Supreme court of state 
affirms right of state corporation 
commission to fix intrastate rates; 
July 4, p_ 73. 

Express: Express companies required 
to make deliveries anywhere in cor- 
porate limits of cities by state com- 
mission; Feb. 29, p 10. 

Liquor Shipments: Federal court re- 
strains C RI & P from not accept- 
ing “Order Notify’’ shipments to 
Oklahoma; Aug. 29, p 59. 







Merger: Governor Haskell calls on at- 
torney-general to take steps to dis- 
soive merger of Rock Isiand-Ffrisco 
lines; March 7, p 6. 

Petroleum and products: Local and 
joint distance tariff applying on 
crude petroleum, tuel oil and peiro- 
leum, prepared by corporation com- 
mission; April il, p 6. 

Rate Reductions: Members of state 
board claim it has saved _ peopie 
$5,000,000 by reducing rates of public 
service concerns; May 30, p 3. 

Rates Ordered Reduced: Reductions m 
coal, grain and lumber ordered by 
state commission; March 14, p 60. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: State corpora- 
tion commission proposes adoption of 
the bill of lading applicable over all 
lines operating in state; bill repro- 
duced; Dec. 26, p 42. 


OMAHA, NEB. 


Class Rates from Atlantic Seaboard 
Territory: Heid that proportional 
rates from Mississippi River cross- 
ings, East St. Louis to East Du- 
buque, Ill., inclusive, should not ex- 
ceed the following: First class, 51c; 
second class, 38c; third class, 30c; 
fourth class, 28c; fifth class, 19c, 
Burnham, Hanna, Munger Dry Goods 
Co et al vs CRI & P et al; Juiy 
18, p 41. 

Class Rates to Pecos, Tex., as Com- 
pared with Rates to El Paso, Tex.: 
Held not unduly prejudicial to Pecos; 
Pecos Mercantile Co vs A T&S F 
et al; March 21, p 23. ° 


OMNIBUS COMPANIES 


Free Transportation: Officials of omni- 
bus companies or agents of baggage 
transfer companies who board trains 
near city to arrange for transfer of 
baggage, are not entitled to passes or 
free transportation; 15A-R66. 


ORANGES. See “Fruits and Vege- 
tables.”’ 

OREGON 

Agitator: Professional freight rate 


reducer makes contracts with farmers 

to have wheat rates lowered, getting 

a percentage of decrease; May 30, 
3 


p 3. 

Class Rates: Portland Chamber of 
Commerce vs O R & N Co, complain- 
ing of class rates from Portland to 
points in Oregon, decided .by state 
commission and reductions ordered; 
April 11, p 7. 

Complaints: Fir & Spruce Lumber Co 
file complaints with state coinmis- 
sion, alleging discrimination in rates 
on Sou Pac; Aug. 29, p 46. 

Express: Portland produce men attack 
method of Wells-Fargo Co in han- 
dling perishable goods in complaint 
filed with state commission; Aug. 29, 


p : 

Express: General complaint against 
Wells-Fargo Co’s rates filed with 
_ state commission; Oct. 17. p 62. 
Grain Rates: State commission plans 


extensive investigation of grain rates/| 


on O R & N; Sept. 19, p 52. 
Reparation: Order circular issued by 
state commission; March 7, p 7. 
Switching: Switch track connection at 
South Portland between Sou Pac and 
a Railways asked; Feb. 15, p 


z 
ORES 


Mexican rates on; March 7, p 4. 


OVERCHARGE 

Adjustment: Commission issues ruiing 

outlining its policy on complaints 
alleging overcharge; 15A-R81. 


OWENSBORO, KY. 

Discrimination: Complaint alleging dis- 
crimination in favor of Evansville, 
Ind.. dismissed; Railyo> 1 Commission 
of Kentucky vs L & WN et al; April 
18, p 7. 


OWNERSHIP OF PRCPERTY. See also 
“Consolidated Carioads.” 
Classification of Shippers According to, 
not Justifiable: Held that the law 
does not justify the classification of 
shippers with regard to their interest 
in property shipped; California Com- 
mercial Assn vs Wells, Fargo & Co; 
Aug. 1. p 57. 
Not a Factor in Determining Rates: 


‘ 


Held that the ownership of property 


tendered for shipment cannot be made 


a test as to the applicability of a 


earrier’s rates; California Commer- 
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cial Assn vs Wells, Fargo & Co; Aug. 
1, p 57. 

Not Factor in Determining Rates: 
Held that a carrier may not properly 
look beyond the transportation to the 
ownership of the shipment as a basis 
for determining the applicability of 
its rates; Export Shipping Co vs 
Wabash R R et al; same vs N Y¥ U 
& mo et al; same vs B & O; Aug. 
1, p Pp 


PACKING HOUSE PRODUCTS 


Courts, U. S. Supreme: Affirms de- 
cision of Circuit court in case of 
Interstate Commerce Commission vs 
Cc Gt W et al, holding that rates 
from Missouri River points to Chi- 
cago are reasonable; April 4, p 13. 

Storage and Reconsignment: Roads by 
special permission of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission allow privileges of 
storage at Buffalo, N. Y., and ship- 
ping out within nine months at 
through rates; Oct. 10, p 66. 

Tallow: Under Western Classification 
tallow in barrels or other packages 
with cloth covers take third-class 
rates, while same article in barrels 
or casks with wooden tops is rated 
at fourth class: Held that method 
of closure being within choice of 
shipper, complaint in this case should 
be dismissed; Green Bay Soap Co vs 
CM & St P et al; Dec. 19, p a0, 


PAPER AND PAPER STOCK 


Duluth, Minn., to Rhinelander, Wis.: 
Held that rate of 6.95c on pulp wood 
is not shown to be excessive; Rhine- 
lander Paper Co vs Nor Pac et al; 
June 13, p 27. 

Iowa: Commission issues’ distance 
tariff covering rates on paper; Jan. 
25, p 6. 

Rhinelander, Wis., to Points East of 
Mississippi River: Held that rate ad- 
justment on paper is not shown to be 
unlawful; Rhinelander Paper Co vs 
Nor Pac et al; June 13, p 27. 

Wisconsin: Commission holds _intra- 
state rates discriminatory and unreu- 
sonably high and provides maximum 
rate schedule; Jan. 18, p 15. 


PARTY AT LAW 


Freight Bureau: Held that a concern 
which admits members upon written 
contract to perform certain services 
in return for an annual fee is an 
association competent to bring com- 
plaint before Commission under the 
Act to Regulate Commerce; Forest 
City Freight Bureau vs Carriers in 
Official Classification Territory; Feb. 
15, p 3; March 7, p 1. 

Independent Corporations: Held that 
Commission is not concluded by form, 
but looks to substance of relations 
between corporations engaged in in- 
terstate commerce; TEichenberg vs 
Sou Pac et al; July 18, p 64. 


PASSENGERS 
Freight Trains: Commission holds that 
if passengers are permitted to ride 
on freight trains, privilege must be 
open to all; Bul 1-45; March 21, p 1. 
. 


PASSENGER FACILITIES 
New York: Public service commission 
seeks data on fall and winter schea- 
yy | of intrastate carriers; Sept. 19, 
p > 


‘ 


PASSENGER FARES, TARIFFS AND 
TICKETS i 
Agent’s Error: Station agent fails to 
indorse ‘‘colonists’ ticket’? on regu- 
lar ticket sold upon published colo- 
nist rate: Held that connecting car- 
riers must be paid full proportion of 
first class rate; Bul 2-69; June 20, 


Pil. 

Certificate Plan: Round trip tickets on 
certificate plan may be issued at re- 
duced fares and their use be confined 
to delegates to particular convention 
or to members of particular associa- 
tion or society, upon condition that 
certain number of such tickets shall 
be presented for validation for return 
trip before reduced fare for return 
trip will be granted to any; 15A- 
R53. 

Changes in: A rate or fare once estab- 
lished cannot be changed until 30 
days after it becomes effective ex- 
cept upon special permission of Com- 
mission; 15A-R54. 

Commutation Fares, Notice of: No rea- 
son appears why notice of thirty days 
should not be given in case of mileage 
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fares, commutation fares, round trip 
fares, or other reduced fares which, 
like ordinary passenger fares, are eSs- 
tablished for an indefinite period and 
appear to be a matter of permanent 
policy; 15A-R52. 

Dual Unlawful: Commission holds that 
carrier cannot give different fares 
for school picnics than for society 
picnics; Bul 2-71; June 20, p 1. 

Excursion Fares: Excursion fares 
limited to not more than three days 
may be established upon one day’s 
notice; if limited to more than three 
days and not less than 30 days, 
they may be established upon three 
days’ notice; 15A-52. 

Excursion Fares: When proposed ex- 
cursion fares are to be in effect not 
more than three days they may be 
established on one _ day’s. notice; 
when in effect for more than 3 days 
and not exceeding 30 days they may 
be established on 3 days’ notice; for 
excursion fares that are to be in 
effect more than 30 days full statu- 
=f notice will be required; 15A- 

Extension of Limited Tickets: Car- 
riers may provide in tariff that lim- 
ited passenger tickets may be ex- 
tended in case of illness of passenger 
holding such ticket; tickets of one 
or more members of passenger’s fam- 
ily may also be extended when all 
are traveling together, and of per- 
sons who are subject to quarantine; 
only such illness as makes _ travel 
dangerous to health of traveler will 
justify extension provided; 15A-R84. 

Hotel, Ete.: Carrier may publish cer- 
tain transportation fares and rates 
for personally conducted tours, with 
tickets to cover meals, hotel accom- 
modation, etc., but must not decline | 
to sell such transportation without 
tickets for meal and hotel accommo- 
dation; Bul 1-28; Feb. 15, p 58. | 

Inland Proportions of: Interstate Con:- | 
merce Commission refuses to amend 
Rule 86 of Tariff Circular 15A or} 
order_in Cosmopolitan Shipping Co| 
vs Hamburg-American Packet Co 
but extends time for compliance with | 
requirements; June 27, p 34 | 

Interstate Journey: Intrastate ticket 
may be used in interstate journey in; 
absence of forbidding provision; Bul! 
1-26; Jan. 18, p 11. | 

Late Trains: Where a limited ticket 
is invalidated through failure of car- 


rier to make _ connection, carrier 
ought to make ticket good; Bul 1-27, 
Feb. 15, p 58. j 


Lawful Rate: Once established a joint 
rate, higher or lower than sum of 
locals, is only legal rate; 15A-R55. 

Limited Defined: The term “limited 
to a designated period’ is construed 
to cover the period between the time 
at which the transportation can first 
be used and the time at which it 
expires; 15A-R52. 

Limit Exceeded: Passenger overstayed 
expiration of time limit on ticket: 
Held that no refund could lawfully 
be made; Bul 1-60. May 2, p 1. 

Limit Expired: Passenger traveling on 
round trip joint ticket fails to reach 
line of last connecting carrier before 
expiration date: Held that he must 
pay full fare; Bul 1-44; March 21, 


p i. 

Nondiscriminatory: Carrier must not 
issue tickets limited to the use of 
persons traveling on a certain mis- 
sion, but may issue tickets limited 
to use of children or young person 
between certain stated ages (Conf 
Rul); Oct. 31, p 47. 

Mileage Books, Supplementing of: Prac- 
tice under published tariff rule per- 
mitting holder of mileage book which 
does not contain enough coupons tu 
enable him to complete journey, to 
pay for balance at regular as rate 
per mile, is not unlawful; Bul 2-81; 
June 20, p 2. 

Notice of | No reason appears 
why notice of 30 days should not be 
given of changes in mileage fares, 
commutation fares, round-trip fares, 
or other reduced fares, which, like 
ordinary passenger fares, are estab- 
lished for an indefinite period and 
apnear to be matter of permanent 
policy: 15A-R52. 

Party Rates: Advance Agents: Ad- 

vance agents of parties traveling on 

party fare tickets are not entitled 
to special rates when not traveling 
as actual member of party; 15A-R58. 
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Party Rates: Filing Tariffs: Tariffs 
and regulations governing issuance 
and use of party fare tickets, to- 
gether with rules relating to allow- 
ance of free baggage to persons using 
such tickets, must be regularly filed 


and published; 15A-R68. 
Party Fares: Tickets: Carrier should 


issue single ticket to party traveling 
On a party fare ticket except that 
separate ticket may be issued for 
such members as are compelled to 
travel with baggage car on separate 
train; 15A-R68 

Party Rate: When a number of per- 
sons are traveling on party rates, 
one ticket should be issued, although 
a separate ticket may be furnished 
to such members of party as are 
needed to accompany baggage car 
carried on another train; 15A-R68. 

Posting of Passenger: Commission 
modities order in the matter of post- 
ing tariffs at stations so’ as to pro- 
vide that only outbound passenger 
tariffs must be Kept on file; Nov. 21, 
p 48. 

Redemption of: Unused portion of pas- 
senger ticket, when presented by 
original holder to carrier that issued 
it, may lawfully be redeemed by car- 
rier by paying to holder difference 
between value of transportation fur- 
nished on ticket at full tariff rates 
and amount originally paid for the 
ticket; Bul 2-76; June 20, p 2. 
Round Trip: Excursion Fares: Com- 
mission issues administrative ruling 
outtining issuance and use of round 
trip excursion fares and round trip 
tickets on certificate plan; 15A-R52- 
53. 

Stop-Over: Illness: Extension of time 
on limited tickets may be granted in 
case of illness of passenger holding 
such ticket; only such illness as 
makes travel dangerous to health of 
traveler will justify extension; 15A- 
RS4. 

Stop-Over: Invalid’s Family: Exten- 
sion of time on limited tickets may 
be granted to one or more members 





of family of passenger who is _ ill; 
15A-R84, ! 
Stop-Over: Quarantine: Extensions of 


time on lLmited tickets may _ be 
granted to persons who are subject 


to an esiablished quarantine; 15A- 
R84. . : : : . 
Stop-Over: Tariff Provision: Provision 


for extension of time on limited tick- 
ets must be provided for in tariff 
and tariff must give title of officer | 
who shall have authority to give such 
extension; 15A-R84. | 
Tickets: Tariff may provide for valida- 
tion of -round-trip passenger tickets 
at numerous points; Bul 2-75; June 
zu D> 2. 
Time Limit: 
must be in effect at least 30 days 
unless special permission of Commis- 
sion is obtained to change it; 13A 
R54. 
Title Page of Excursion Bulletin: Com- 
mission prescribes certain conditions 
that must be shown on the title page 
of excursion bulletins; 15A-R53. 
Validation: Conditions of validation of 
tickets must be in tariff, and in cases 


where conditions in tariff and on 
ticket conflict, tariff governs; Bul 2- 
75; June 20, p 2. 

Validation: Tariff may provide for 


validation of round trip passenger 
tickets at numerous points; Bul 2-75; 
June 20, p 2 
Virginia: Raiiroads petition corpora- 
tion commission for privilege to 
charge 1 cent excess fare of passen- 
gers who board trains without tick- 
ets; May 30, p 2. 


PASSENGER FARES, INTRASTATE 


Arkansas: Commission addresses cir- 
cular letter to shippers in 
controversy; Aug 15, p 47. 

Arkansas: Two-cent law_ restrained 
temporarily by Judge Vandeventer, 
U. S. Circuit court at St. Paul, 
Minn.; Sept. 12, p 49. 

Nebraska: nion Pac petitions board 
for permission to cancel unprofitable 
rates; July 25, p 76. 

Massachusetts: Commission undertakes 
the establishment of a Boston sub- 
urban fare zone; July 4, p 72. 


2-cent fare 


Michigan: Commission discusses rail- 
road oe under 2-cent fare law; 
March 7, 


Mississippi: P Ricsise refuses to act on 


A rate or fare once = 


1908. 


2-cent passenger fare measure; Feb. 
29, p 56. 

Missouri: Two-cent rate law attackea 
by carriers in U. S. Circuit court at 
Kansas City, Mo.; Nov, 14, p 48. 

North Carolina: Compromise passen- 
ger bill given in full; Feb. 8, p 3. 

Ohio: Commission carries twin ticket 
case against Hocking Valley to State 


Supreme court; July 4, p 
Pennsylvania: State Supreme court 
declares 2-cent passenger fare act 
unconstitutional; Jan. 25, p 4. 


Pennsylvania: Suit started in court at 
Pittsburg to restrain Pennsyivania 
R R from charging more than 2 cents 
a mile; April 11, p 7. 

South: Tickets sold at 2%-cent rate in 
five states in south under uniform 
conditions; April 11, p 

South Dakota: Assistant ttorney- 
general files answer to carriers’ com- 
plaint against 2%-cent fare order; 

March 7, p 5. 


South Dakota: Proposed 2%-cent sched- 


ule of state .commission enjoined; 
Jan, 11, p 11. 7 
Tennessee: Commission orders adop- 


tion of 2%-cent passenger rate; Jan. 


25, p 8. 

Virginia: State commission loses 2- 
cent passenger rate case in U. 38. 
Circuit court; appeal to U. S. Su- 
preme court; Jan. 11, p 11. 


Virginia: Electric 
sion of state 
to double 
News and 
p 66. 

Virginia: Corporation commission per- 
mits advance in fares from 2 to 3 
cents per mile; May 16, p 61. 


roads gain permis- 
corporation commission 
fares between Newport 
diampton, Va.; Aug. 8, 


PASSENGER INVESTIGATION 


Interstate Commerce Commission insti- 
tutes proceedings to establish joimt 
rates and through routes from Chi- 
cago, Ill., and points on Union Pac 
lines to points in Washington on line 


of Nor Pac; May 9, p 10. 
’ 
PAYMENTS s 
Money: Nothing but money can be 





lawfully received or accepted in pay- 
ment for transportation whether of 
passengers or property or for any 
service connected therewith; 15A-R67. 


PECOS, TEX. 


Class Rates from Chicago, St. Louis, 
Omaha and Denver as Compared with 
Rates to El Paso, Tex.: Held that 
present rates are not unduly preju- 
dicial to Pecos; Pecos Mercantile Co 
vs A T & S F et al; March 21, p 23. 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Accidents: State commission reports 
total rail accidents for first six 


months of year; Aug. 22, p 50. 
Accidents: State commission issues 
bulletin covering accidents for Au- 


gust on railroads and street railways; 
digest of same; Oct. 10, p 65. 

Baggage: State commission holds that 
carriers may make exclusive contract 
for handling baggage of passengers 
at stations, but that such contract is 
subject to control of commission 
when -public interests demand; Nov. 

52. 

Canals: Investigation in state involves 

a great deal of work; April 25, p 71. 


Commission: State commission ap- 
— by Governor Stuart; Jan. 18, 
Pp ; 

Commission: State railroad commis- 


sion completes preliminary organiza- 
tion and scope of work is outlined; 
April 4, p 19. 

Courts: Judge Frazer, at Pittsburg, 
holds that his court has no juris- 
diction over interstate fares; Aug. 


22, p 53. 

Decisions: State commission awards 
shipper verdict in suit involving 
leakage of tanning extract in transit; 
Palmer Leather Co vs Bessemer & 
Lake Erie; Dec. 12, p 56. 

Decisions: State commission announces 
adjudication of complaints of Corry 
Hide & Fur Co and of George W. 
Williams; Oct. 17, p 61. 

Limitation of Liability: Judge Mac- 
farlane holds that failure to state true 
value of an express package, worth 
more than the minimum value for 
the rate paid, was a device within 
the meaning of the interstate com- 
merce law to obtain a rate less than 
the established rate and that shipper 
was limited in his claim to the 
amount’ specified in his receipt; 

March 28, p 25. 
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Passenger Fares: 


that rate, 
24.3¢c; 


Oklahoma: 
wee pares 
tariff 
fuel oil 
Wiscons:in: 
leges 


National 
CM & St P et al; 


stoppage 
ordered by 
commission; 


to Omaha, 
should 
Petroleum 


Cc L, 


Corpor: ition 
local 


and 


Feb. 1, 


PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Class Rates 
when via 


Bristol, Va. 


shall not 


delphia, Pa., to Morristown, Tenn:?; 
Commercial Club vs & O et al; 
July 4, p 46. 

Class Rates to Johnson City, Tenn., 
via Sou_ Ry, through Morristown, 
Tenn.: Held that rates should not 
exceed the following: First class, $1; 
second class, 85c; third class, "10¢; 
fourth class, 55c; fifth class, 48c, 


sixth class, 


B & O et al; 


PIERCE, E. 


exceed 


to Johnson City, 
& West, 


Nort 
-Tenn.: 


Island-Frisco Lines. 


Publication: 
sions 


Issues 


of the Courts 
Commerce Commission, 
Act to Regulate Commerce;’’ 


of; Oct..17, p 47. 
PIERCE, HENRY J. 


Utterances: 


hattan is 


Addresses 


freight facilities; Nov. 


PILING. | See “Lumber and Forest Prod- 


ucts. 


PINEAPPLES. 
tables.” 


PIPE, CAST-IRON. 


See 


See 


PITTSBURG, PA. 


Track Storage: 
age charges on C L 
and produce 
lines produce yards, 
nothing; 
$1. per day; 


fruit 
48 hours, 


day; each 
thereof, $4 


view of local conditions, are not un- 
reasonable or discriminatory; 


Produce Co et al vs P R R; July 11, 
p 45. 
PLASTER _ 

Grand Rapids, Mich., Milwaukee, 
Wis.: Held that rate via _ de- 
fendant railway and its car ferry 
should not exceed 7%c; Grand Rap- 
ids Plaster Co vs Pere Marquette; 
Dec. 5, p 51. 

POOLS 

Railway Agreements vs Pools: Na- 
tional Industrial owe League re- 
ports on; Oct. 10, p ! 

Water Carriers: Hela. ‘that Commis- 


Held 


succeeding, 


until car 


joint 


in 


and 


c Traffic Club 
New York City, declaring that Men- 
hampered by 


“Fruits 


that 


Two-cent passenger 
.fare act declared unconstitutional 
state Supreme court; Jan. 


PETROLEUM AND 
Chicago, Il., 


25, p 4. 


ITS PRODUCTS. 
Neb.: Heid 
not exceed 
Assn vs 
July 18, p 74. 
commission 
distance 
applying on crude petroléum, 

and petroleum; April 11, p 6. 
transit privi- 
Wisconsin 
p 14. 


40c; Commercial Club vs 
July 4, p 46. 


B., Commerce Counsel Rock 


“Digest of Deci- 
Interstate 
Under the 
review 


inadequaie 
7, p 56. 


a % 
and Vege- 
“Tron.”’ 


track stor- 
shipments of 
at Pennsyivania 

to wit: 
second 4§ 
third 48 hours, $3 per 
or fraction | 


state 


Tenn., 
through 
Held that rates 
those from Phila- 


or 


First 
hours, 


esterase TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


by 


| 


| 
| 


released, in | 


sion has no jurisdiction over poolin 


of traffic 
p 8. 
POST CARDS 
Chicago, IIl., 


ment of 
Crocker vs 


tables.”’ 


by ocean 
mopolitan Shipping Co vs Hamburg- 
American Packet Co et 


to San Francisco, 
Held that rate applicable to holiday 
cards was properly applied to ship- 


illustrated 


AT€&SF; 
POTATOES. See 


carriers; 


“Fruits 


al; March 28 


post cards; 
Dec. 19, p 43. 
and Vege- 


PRECEDENT. See “Evidence.”’ 


PRINTING 
Briefs: 


point type, 


1-40; March 


21, p 1. 


PRIVATE CARS 


Coal: Held by U. 


Interstate 


Commerce 


inches 


Briefs shall be printed in 12- 
on antique finish paper, 
5% inches wide by 9 


with suitable margins, double-leaded 
text and single-leaded citations; 


S. Circuit court (Illi- 
nois) in C & A vs Interctate Com- 
merce Commission and Ill Cent vs 


Commission, 


Wilson 


gs 
Cos- 


Cal.: 


long. 
Bul 





| 
| 





that private fuel cars are 
counted against mine’s share of 
available system cars; upholding or- 
der of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; July 4, p 68 

Defined: Private car is car owned and 
used by individual, firm or corpora- 
‘tion for transportation of commodi- 
ties which they produce or in which 
they deal; it includes also cars 
owned and leased to shippers’ by 


private corporations; Bul 2-79; June 
20, p 2. 

Definition of: In re Demurrage on 
Privately Owned Yank Cars; April 
a 
“0, . 

Delivery During Car Shortage: Hela 
that private coal cars must always 


be delivered to operator owning them 


in time of car shortage; Rail & 
River Coal Co vs B & QO; July 4, 
p 57. 


Demurrage: Charges must be assessed 
on private cars rented to _ carrier 
when same are standing on tracks 
of carrier but not when on_tracks 
of owner or consignee; In re Demur- 
rage On Privately Owned Tank Cars; 
April 25, p 3, 

Distribution: Held that private coal 
cars count, in time of car shortage, 
against mine operator’s share of 
available system cars; Rail & River 
Coal Co vs B & QO; July 4, p 57. 

Use of: In general, not unlawful; Rut- 
tle et al vs Pere 'M; March 21, p #4. 


‘ 

PRIVATE SIDETRACKS 
Defined: Private sidetrack is one 
which is not owned by the railroad, 
is outside carrier’s right of way, 
vards or terminals, and to which rail- 


road has no right of use superior to 
right of shipper; Bul 2-79; June 20, 
p 2. 
PROCEDURE 
Courts, U. S. Supreme: Held that 
mandamus suit cannot take place cf 


appeal; State cf Nebraska et al vs 
C B & Q; May 2, p 25. 


PRODUCE. See ‘Fruits and Vegetables.” 
PROUTY, CHAS. A., 
merce Commissioner. 


Dissents from majority opinion in 
George’s Creek Basin Coal Co et al 


Interstate Coim- 


vs B & O et al; July 11, p 65. 
PUBLICATIONS 
Nelson: Review of ‘‘Nelson on Inter- 
state Commerce Commission;’’ Oct. 
24, p 56. 
Pierce: “Digest of Decisions of the | 
Courts and_ Interstate Commerce 


Commission, Under the Act to Regu- | 


late Commerce; by E. B. 
review of; Oct. 17, p 47. 
PULLMAN CARS 
Stopover Points: Carrier cannot limit 
use of Pullman cars at stopover point 


Pierce; 


to members of particular club; Bul 
1-51; May 2, pil 
QUARANTINE 
Live Stock: Canadian quarantine 
against live stock in certain states 
diverts traffic from New York and 


Philadelphia to Boston and Portland; 
Dec. 12, p 62. 


RAILWAY CARS 

Distribution of: Foreign fuel cars 
niust be counted against operator to 
whom they are consigned in the dis- 
tribution of available system cars in 
time of car shortage; U. S. Circuit 
Court of Ill in C & A vs Interstate 
Commerce Commission and Ill Cent 
vs Interstate Commerce Commission; 
July 4, p 68 


RAILWAY CONSIGNEE 

Joint Rates: Carrier may lawfully and 
properly | take advantage of legal 
tariff joint rates applying to a con- 
venient junction or other point on its 
own line, provided such shipments 
are consigned through to such points 
from point of origin and are, in good 
faith. sent to such billed destination; 
15A-R73. 


RAILWAY EMPLOYES 

Free Transportation: Railway em- 
ployes not suspended or dismissed 
from service, but on leave of absence 
or furloughed, pensioned and super- 
annuated employes may be granted 
.". transportation; Bul 1-55; May 2, 
p 2. 


FOR 1908. 


~ 
to be| RAILWAY_ MATERIAL 





Texas: State commission amends tariff 
on iron and steel rails and fastenings, 
C L; Sept. 26, p 56. 


RATE ADVANCE 


Brown, W. C. Senior Vice-President 
New York Central System: <Ad- 
dresses locomotive engineers at Syra- 
cuse, N. Y., on the necessity of rate 
advance from standpoint of wages; 
Oct. 24, p 58. ° 

Harriman, E. H.: Gives interview fa- 
voring advance of freight rates; Sept. 


19, p 52. 
Illinois Manufacturers’ Assn: W. C. 
Brown and Ohio barber give diver- 


gent views on an increase in freight 
rates at association banquet; Dec. 12, 


p 62. 

Lincoln, J. C.: Compiles figures show- 
ing advances in the last twenty 
years; Aug. 8, p 71. 

McKenna, E. w., Vice- President C M 
& St P: Addresses Western Railway 
Club on rate advance; speech in full; 
Oct. 24, p 53. 

Mellen, President of N Y N H & H: 
Gives out interview denying contem- 
plated advaice in local freight rates 
ao Y N H & H system; Dec. 12, 
p 61. 


RATES 
Legal Rate Defined: 
can be but one 


‘ 


Held that there 
legal rate between 
two points; this rate must be (a) the 
local rate if over one road, or (b) 
the joint rate if over a through route 
composed of two or more roads which 
have agreed to a joint rate, or (c) a 
combination of separately established 
rates applicable on through business 
over a through route which does not 
enjoy a joint rate; Laning-Harris 
Coal & Grain, Co vs Mo Pac et a}; 
March 21, p 2. 


RATES, APPLICATION OF 


Blockades: In case of detoured traffic 
caused by blockade, carrier so divert- 
ing business must pay to carrier or 


earriers handling same, full tariff 
rates; 15A-R60. 
Combination: When a _ joint througn 


rate or fare is same to two or more 
points and rate or fare on through 
shipment or passenger to local sta- 
tion to which no_ specific joint 
through rate or fare applies, is made 
up by combination of such joint 
through rate or fare to common 
points and local rate or fare beyond, 
rate or fare for through shipment of 
passenger must be determined by 
ealeulating joint through rate or fare 
to the point from which lower local 
rate or fare applies to point of desti- 


nation and adding thereto such local 
rate or fare; 15A-R72. 
Eastbound: Eastbound rates cannot 


be applied to westbound movement in 
absence of tariff authority; Bul 1-52; 
May 2, pl. 

Equalization: Practicing or agreeing to 
meet any rates made by competitor 
is not legal. Law makes it plain that 
only rates allowed are those contained 


and plainiv. stated in published 
tariff; 15A-R61. 
Erroneous: Application through error 


of unlawful rate is not evidence that 
higher lawful rate thereon is unrea- 
sorable;~Bovaird Supply Co vs A T 
& S F et al; Jan. 25, p 2. 

Specific Through: In every instance 
where there is specific joint through 
rate or fare from point of origin to 
point of destination, it must be ap- 
plied on through business regardless 
of lower combinations; 15A-R71. 


RATES, COMMODITY 
Classification: Quoting of rommodity 
rate takes article out of classification, 
and classification and class rate 
tariffs hereafter issued must carry 
rule making this provision: Bul 2-84, 
$2 to 15A, p 9; June 290, p 38. 


RATES. COMPETITION IN 
Equitable Rates: The 
plates relatively fair 
different places. and the dealer lo- 
cated in a small town is entitled to 
a reasonable adjustment which will 
enable him to compete on an equitable 
basis with dealers at trade centers 
enjoying the benefit of competitive 
rates; Payne-Gardner Co vs L & N; 
June 13, p 21. 
Long and Short Haul: Tower rate for 
longer haul than for shorter one in- 


law contem- 
rates between 
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| 
cluded within longer is viewed with 
disfavor by Commission; circum- 
stances and conditions obtaining at 
more distant point must be dissimilar 
from those prevailing at nearer, and 
must exercise controlling or potenc 
influence in making lower § rate; 
Bovaird Supply-Co vs A T & 5S F 
et al; Jan. 25, p 2. 

Long and Short Haul: Dissimilar cir- 
cumstances which justify under Sec- 
tion 4 greater charge for shorter haul 
than for longer haul will also pre- 
vent such rate from constituting an 
illegal preference or advantage under 
Section 3; Bovaird Supply Co vs A T 
& S F et al; Jan. 25 p 2. 

Long and Short Haul: Competition be- 
tween points of production in com- 
modities between carriers and in 
rates may justify lower rates for 
longer than for shorter haul, provid- 
ing same competition’ does not exist 
at nearer point; Bovaird Supply Co 
vs AT & S F et al; Jan. 25, p 2. 

Not Standard of Comparison: Held 
that rate at one point forced by com- 
petitive conditions nonexistent at 
another point cannot be taken as 
standard by which to measure rea- 
sonableness of gecond rate; Flint & 
Walling Mfg Co vs Grand R & [I et 
al; Nov. 28, p 37. 

Through Routes: Held that a carrier 
is not justified in refusing traffic 
from points on other lines on tne 
ground that such traffic would dis- 
place in the markets traffic from 
points on its own lines and thus ad- 
versely affect its revenues; Star Grain 
& Lumber Co et al vs AT & S F 
et al; July 25, p 65. 


RATES, DIVISIONS OF 
Contracts: Contracts for divisions of 
joint rates between carriers must be 
filed with Commission; 15A-59. 


RATES, DUAL 

Condemned: Carrier has no right tw 
maintain two separate and distinct 
rates on the same commodity when 
traffic moves over the same route in 
the same direction between the same 
points, and the carriers, by their pub- 
lished tariffs, assume to charge one 
rate or the other according to the 
use to which the commodity is to be 
put; Ft Smith Traf Bur vs St L & 
S F et al; June 20, p 13. 

Unlawful: Carriers have no right lo 
attempt to dictate uses to which com- 
modities transported shall be put and 
cannot quote separate rates accord- 
ing to use; Bul 1-35; Feb. 15, p 59. 


RATES, ERRONEOUS QUOTATION O 
Not a Basis for Reparation: Held that 
the Commission cannot consider an 
erroneous rate quotation made by an 
agent of a carrier as the basis for 
an award of reparation to a shipper 
who thereby suffers damage; Forster 
a > vs DSS & A et al; July 
, p i 


RATES, EXPORT AND IMPORT 

Inland Proportions of: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission refuses to amend 
Rule 86 of Tariff Circular 15A or 
order of Commission in case of Cos- 
mopolitan ——_s Co vs Hamburg- 
American Packet Co et al at request 
of A T & S F et al, but grants until 
Oct. 1, 1908, as date for complying 
therewith: June 13, p 1. 

Inland Proportions: Carriers must file 
tariffs covering inland proportions of 
export rates and may file through 
rate, but in all instances must show 
inland proportions; 15A-R8&6. 

Inland Proportions of: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission refuses to amend 
Rule 86 of Tariff Circular 15A or 
order in case of Cosmopolitan _Ship- 
ing Co vs Hamburg-American Packet 
Co et al at request of Gulf Foreign 
Freight Lines, but grants extension 
of time to file tariffs to July 1, 1908; 
June 13, p 1. 

Inland Proportions of: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission refuses to amend 
Rule 8&6 of Tariff Circular 15A in 
respect to publication of rates and 
fares between United States and 
Cuba, but grants extension of time 
~ sat tariffs to Oct. 1, 1908; June 

’ p . 

Inland Proportions: Carrier must file 
inland proportions of import tariffs; 
15A-R86. 

Regulations: Held that carrier must 

make certain that commodities on 
which export rates are applied must 
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RATES, GENERAL 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN FOR 1908. 


be actually exported, for which car- 
riec may impose a proper charge (to 
cover the cost of executing such 
regulations; Hecker - Jones - Jewell 
Milling Co vs B & O et al; July 25, 
p 5s. 

i 


Condemned: Practice of quoting max!- 
mum rates in tariffs is condemned by 
Commission; 25A-R71. 

Gross and Net: Held that publication 
of gross and net rates would need- 
lessly add to complexity of tariffs, 
but that wherever it is possible for 
earrier to file a net rate it is his 
duty to do so; In the Matter of Al- 
lowance of Transfer of Sugar; Dec. 
26, p 36. ‘ 

Jurisdiction: Held Interstate Com- 
merce Commission has no authority 
to order carriers to establish special 
fares based on less than normal pas- |* 
senger-mile; Field vs Sou Ry et a); 
April 18, p 79. 

Justification: Held that argument that 
order to reduce any rate would dis- 
turb integrity of rate system as a 
whole and result in inconsistencies 
not sufficient to prevent action; Rey- 
nolds vs Sou Express Co; May 23, p 4. 

New Roads: New roads may establish 
rates and fares on one day’s ad- 
vance notice; 15A-R57. e 

New Roads: Provision of tariff cir- 
cular providing that rates may be 
established on ‘‘new lines’’ without 
notice applies to newly constructed 
lines only; Bul 1-4. 

Party Rate Denied: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission awards repara- 
tion; Koch Sec Ser vs L & N; May 
16, p 5. 

Quotations of: Responsibility of car- 
riers for: National Industrial Traffic 
League reports on; Oct. 10, p 57 

Rail-and-Water: Suspension of: In- 
terstate Commerce Commission issues 
Special Circular No. 7 covering sus- 
pension of rail-and-water rates dur- 
ing awe navigation season; March 

» Ppl. 

Reasonable: Merchant or manufacturer 
who has traffic to move and is ready 
to pay reasonable rate for service has 
right. to have it moved regardless of 
fact that carrier’s revenues may be 
reduced by reason of his competition 
in distant markets; Cardif Coal Co 
vs CM & St P et al; May 2, p 10. 

Reasonableness of: State vs Interstate: 
Held that while decisions of the sev- 
eral state railroad commissions are 
worthy of consideration, this Com- 
mission is not justified under law in 
accepting a comparison of lower intra- 
state rates prescribed by state au- 
thorities with those applying on in- 
terstate traffic as conclusive of un- 
reasonableness of the interstate rates; 
Marshall Oil Co vs C & N W et al; 
July 11, p 72. 

Reasonableness of: Advances not Nec- 
essarily Unreasonable: Held that no 
presumption of law against a par- 
ticular rate springs from the fact tnat 
the rate in question is an advance 
Over some previous rate; Banner Mil!- 
ing CoetalvsNYC&HR et al; 
July 25, p 48. . 

Reduction of: Effective Period: When 
after informal complaint made and 
_ before hearing rate is reduced to sum 
demanded by complainant, order dis- 
posing of proceeding shall require 
maintenance of that rate as* maxi- 
mum for not less than one year; Bul 
1-11; Jan. 18, p 10. 

Reduction of: Joint Rates: Joint rates 
may be reduced to sum of locals via 
that route or another upon one day’s 
notice; 15A-R56. 

Reshipping: Grain: Carrier may law- 
fully cancel its local reconsigning, 
proportional and other rates on out- 
bound shipments of grain from a 
primary market, where no_ grain 
originates upon which local rate 
would be applicable, and substitute 
for them a reshipping rate applicable 
on all outbound grain, when it does 
not make less than the published 
rate from an intermediate point; Bul 
1-57; May 2, p 1. 

Revenue: Held that profits of road are 
factor in determining; American As- 
phalt Assn vs Uintah Ry; March 21, 


¥ 
stort Time: Commission condemns 
practice of filing short-time rates to 
enable Commission to do justice in a 
particular case; Holcomb-Hayes Co vs 
Till Cent et al; Jan. 4, p 6. 







Tariff Rates Must be Collected: 
that it is duty of 
charges on basis o 


] Held 
gprriers to collect 

their published 
tariff rates, and where higher charges 
are assessed in error it is incumbent 
upon them to make refund irrespec. 


tive of any other consideration; 
Forster Bros Co vs DSS & A et al; 
July 18, p 85. 

Transcontinental Rates: Illinois Manu- 
facturers’ Assn adopts resolutions 
opposing advance in transcontinenta] 
rates; Dec. 26, p 41. 

Transcontinental Rates: Pacific Coast 
shippers oppose new transcontinental] 
tariffs; Dec. 12, p 53. 


RATES, JOINT 


Application of: Specific joint rates be- 
tween given points must invariably 
be applied irrespective of any lower 
combination; 15A-R71. 

Application of: Must not apply unless 
there is actually a through move- 
ment; Laning-Harris Coal & Gram 
Co vs Mo Pac et al; March 21, p 2, 

Combination Rates: When a_ joint 
through rate or fare is the same to 
two or more points and rate or fare 
on through shipment or passenger to 
local station to which no _ specific 
joint through rate or fare applies, is 
made up by combination of such joint 
through rate or fare to common 
points and local fare or rate beyong, 
the rate or fare for through ship- 
ment or passenger must be deter- 
mined by calculating the joint 
through rate or fare to the point from 
which the iower local rate or fare 
applies to point of destination and 


adding thereto such local rate or 
fare; 15A-R72. 
Contracts: Contracts for division of 


joint rates between carriers must be 
filed with Commission; 15A-R59. 

Exceeding Locals: Where _ through 
joint rate is higher than sum of 
locals via same or another route it 
shall be considered prima facie evi- 
dence that through rate is excessive; 
15A-R56. 

Jurisdiction: Joint rate between water 
and rail carrier subjects former to 
jurisdiction of Commission; Bul 2-66; 
June 20, p 1. 

Legal Rate: A joint rate or fare when 
duly established and enforced be- 
comes only lawful rate and fare for 
through transportation; 15A-Rd55. 

Local Billing: Carrier must not per- 
mit local billing on through ship- 
ments aS a means of evading pay- 
et 4 higher rates (Conf Rul); Oct. 

» PD . 

Logically Lower: Commission declines 
to accept theory that, if locals are 
reasonable, sum of locals is a rea- 
sonable through rate; Randolph Lum- 
~~. Co vs S A et al; July 138, 
p 87. 


RATES OF COMPETITORS 


Meeting: Practice of carrier to pub- 
lish in tariff that it will meet any 
rates made by competitor is unlawful 
and only specific rates of tariff must 
be collected; 15A-R61. 


RATES, RELEASED 

Good Faith: Graduated scale of rates, 
established for a specific commodity, 
must be applied in good faith, regard 
being had to the actual value of the 
property offered for shipment; In the 
Matter of Released Rates; June 6, pl. 

Graduated Scale: A carrier may law- 
fully establish a scale of charges ap- 
plicable to a specific commodity and 
graduated reasonably according to 
value. These rates must be applied 
in good faith, regard being had to the 
actual value of the property offered 
for shipment; In the Matter of Re- 
leased Rates; June 6, p 1. 

Improper Regulations: It is a _ mis- 
chievous practice for carriers to pub- 
lish in their tariffs and on_ their 
bills of lading rules and regulations 
which are misleading, unreasonable 
or incapable of literal enforcement in 
a court of law: In the Matter of Re- 
leased Rates; June 6, p 1. 

Limited Liability: If a rate is con- 
ditioned upon the shipper’s agreeing 
that carrier’s liability shall not ex- 
ceed a specified value: (a) The stipu- 
lation is valid when the loss occurs 
through causes beyond the carrier’s 
control; (b) the stipulation is valid, 
even when the loss is due to the 
earrier’s negligence, if the shipper 
has himself declared the value, eX- 
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When Forbidden: 


Courts, U. 


p 
Renbohabie Rates: 


p i. 
ATE&SF pleads guilty to the charge 
Baker-Whitely Coal Co fined $3.700 ioe 


p 
Booth & Co., A.. 


Cent Vt fined $1.000 on rebating charge; 
Chesa & O fined $9.000 on rebating 


Johnson, W. R., & Co. are fined $4,500 


Kreksy, D. H.., 


Mutual Transit Co fined $5.000 on re- 
Standard Oil Co is found ‘guilty of ac- 


Thomas, George Tf... 


RECANSIGNMENT 
Defined: 





pressly or by implication, the carrier 
accepting the same in good faith as 
the real value, and the rate being 
fixed in accordance therewith; (c) 
the stipulation is void as against loss 
due to the carrier’s negligence or 
other misconduct if the _ specified 
amount does not purport to be an 
agreed valuation, but has been fixed 
arbitrarily by the carrier without 
reference to the real value; (d) the 
stipulation is void as against loss due 
to the carrier’s negligence or other 
misconduct if the specified amount. 
while purporting to be an agreed 
valuation, is in fact purely fictitious 
and represents an attempt to limit 
the carrier’s liability to an arbitrary 
amount; In the Matter of Released 
Rates; June 6, p 1. 


Twenty Per Cent Unreasonable: A 


stipulation that an additional charge 
of 20 per cent shall be collected on 
property that is shipped not subject 
to limited liability is unreasonable; 
In the Matter of Released Rates; 
June 6, p 1. 


Valid: If a rate is conditioned upon 


the shipper’s assumption of risk of 
loss due to causes beyond carrier’s 
control, the condition is valid; In the 
Matter of Released Rates; June ob, 


nt. 
Void: If a rate is conditioned upon 


the shipper’s assumption of the en- 
tire risk of loss, the condition is void 
as against loss due to carrier’s negli- 
gence or other misconduct; In the 
— of Released Rates; June 6, 
pl. 
A carrier must = 
make use of its released rates as 
means of escaping liability for the 
consequences of its negligence, eitner 
wholly or in part: In the Matter of 
Released Rates; June 6, p 1. 


‘ 


RATE WARS 7 
History: 


Review of old troubles pre- 
sented with tables; May 16, p 14. 


REBATES 
Courts: 


U. S. District Judge Wellborn 
at Los Angeles, Cal., holds that fed- 
eral courts have authority to try re- 
bate cases heretofore regarded as 
strictly state offenses; Oct. 17, p 61. 

S. Supreme: Held that 
contract between carrier and shipper 
to move goods at a certain rate in- 
validated if carrier subsequently files 
advanced rates; shipper guilty of re- 
ceiving rebates if he then has ship- 
ments moved under old rate; Armour 
1. Co = al vs United States; Marcn 
Held that former 
practice of granting rebates is not 
evidence that present rates are un- 
reasonable but indicates that some 
other charges must have been too 
high; Frye & Bruhn et al vs Nor Pac 
et al; May 9, 


of granting rebates to the =~ ae 
Sugar & Land Co and is fined $7,000 


by U. S. District court at Chicago; 
Aug. 22, p 52. 


accepting rebates from the P R 
by Judge Morris in the U. S. Dis- 
a — at Baltimore, Md.; Dec. 
of Chicago, Ill., plead 
guilty before Judge T andis of accept- 
ing rebates from L. V and N YC®& 
St L; July 4. p 73. 


March 28. p_ 25. 


charge by Judge Waddill at Rich- 
mond, Va.; Dec. 12. p 61. 


for accepting ‘rehates by Judge Wad- 
dill at Richmond. Va.; Dec. 12. p 61. 
and Wm. A. McGovern 


fined $1,000 each at Kansas City, Mo.; 
Jan. 25. p 51. 


batine charge; March 14, p 60. 


cepting rebates hv jurv at Bellows 
Falls. Vt.: June 20, no 70. 

fined $7,000 and 
L. B. Taggart $4.000 hv Judge Mc- 
Pherson at Kansas City, Mo.. on 
charge of consniring tn pay rebates 
to shippers; Feb. 1, p 15. 

\ 


Commission holds that with- 
Out specific qualifications reconsign- 
ments include changes in destination 





Demurrage 


Hay at Cairo, Til.: 


Retroactive 


Tariffs: 


Tariffs: 


Oranges: 


REFUNDS 
Agent’s Error: 








R70. 
Bona Fide Error: 


Drayage 


Excursions: It is manifestly unlaw- 


Prerequisites: 


Restrictions: 


routing of consignee; Bul 2-7 
15A, p 5; June 20, p 1. 

while Holding for: Held 
that where carrier provides in its 
tariff for reconsignment without any 
requirement for prepayment of 
freight or guaranty of same, it may 
not lawfully charge demurrage for 
time during which it holds shipment 
while parleying with connections as 
to advancement of its freight 


charges; Beekman Lumber Co vs St 
LS W: Nov. 28, 42. 


2; S2 to 


Held that carrier’s 
former charge of $3 per car for re- 
consigning privilege was not unrea- 
sonable; Kehoe & Co vs Ill Cent; 
Nov 28, p 46. 
Effect: Reconsignment 
rules cannot be given retroactive ef- 
fect and made basis for refund on 
special reparation docket; Bul 1-6. 
Rules and _ regulations gov- 
erning reconsignment privileges must 
be_ specifically stated in tariff; Bul 
2-72; S2 to 15A, p 5; June 20. p 1. 

Rules for computing through 
rate by combination of joint rate or 
fare to two or more common poinis 
and local rate or fare beyond does 
not apply in case where shipment 
has reached its destination as origi- 
nally given by shipper and has been 
reconsigned, except when tariff con- 
tains reconsigning rule that provides 
for such application; 15A-R72. 


RECORDS 
Destruction of: 


Commission issues or- 
ders specifying what records of car- 
riers may be destroyed; Jan. 11, p 5 


REFRIGERATION 
Fruits and Vegetables: Held that pres- 


ent charges from Florida to northern 
points are not excessive; Fla Fruit & 
Veg Shippers’ Prot Assn vs A C L; 
Aug. 8, p 52. 

St. Petersburg, Fla., to At- 
lanta, Ga.: Held that charge of $45 
per car is excessive and charge of 
$35 fixed; Farn & Stamp vs A C L 
et al; May 16, p 8. : 


If carrier’s agent mis- 
routes shipment and thus causes ex- 
tra expense to shipper over and 
above lawful charges via another 
available route of class designated 
by shipper, that is, all-rail or raul- 
and-water, over which such agent haa 
applicable rates which he could law- 
fully use, and_ responsibility for 
agent’s error is admitted by carrier, 
such carrier may, as to shipments 
moving subsequent to March 18, 1907, 
adjust overcharge so caused by re- 
funding to shipper difference between 
lawful charges via route over* which 
shipment moves and what would have 
been lawful charges on same ship- 
ment at same time via cheaper avail- 
able route of class designated which 
cmee have been lawfully used; 15A- 


Refunds because of 
agent’s error must not be usea to 
meet or protect rate via another 
route or gateway, nor as means or 
device by which to evade tariff rates 
or to meet rate of competing line or 
route nor to relieve shipper from 
responsibilities for his own routing 
instructions; 15A-R70. 
Charges: Shipment was 
routed contrary to directions and con- 
signee was compelled to move ship- 
ment by dravy from station to destina- 
tion to which it would have been 
switched if properly routed; carrier 

may be authorized by Commission ot 
refund cost of drayage; Bul 1-25; 
Jan. 18, p 11 


ful for a carrier to refund to any 
association, committee or person anv 
part of charges collected by carrier 
as condition of sale of passenger 
tickets; 15A-R82. 

The prerequisites to any 
refund (agent’s error) are admission 
by carrier of responsibility for its 
agent’s error in misrouting shipment. 
and such carrier’s willingness to bear 
extra expense so caused, without re- 
course upon any other carrier for 
any part thereof; 15A-R70. 
Commission issues ad- 
ministrative ruling outlining condi- 
tions under which refunds to ship- 
nee may be made by carriers; 15A- 
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a PRINCIPLES GOVERN- 


Erroneous Quotation of Rates not a 
Basis for: Held that the Commission 
cannot consider an _ erroneous rate 
quotation made by an agent of a 
carrier as the basis for an award of 
reparation to a shipper who thereby 
suffers dumage; Forster Bros & Co vs 
DSS & A et al; July 18, p 85. 


Erroneous Charges Higher than Legal 
Rate: Held that it is incumbent upon 
a carrier, where charges higher than 
its published tariff rates are assessed 
in error, to make refund irrespective 
of any other consideration; Forster 
Bros Co vs DS S & A et al; July 
18, p 85. 

Excessive Rates: Where a shipper has 
paid an excessive rate he may re- 
cover as reparation the difference be- 
tween rate paid and what would 
have been a reasonable rate at tne 
time, even though he may not be 
ultimately damaged by the payment 
of the higher rate; Burgess et al vs 
Transcontinental Frt Bureau et aj; 
June 20, p 8. 

Informal Complaints: Commission 1s- 
sues ruling outlining method of pro- 
cedure in awarding special repara- 
a on informal complaints; 15A- 

Informal Complaints: Claims for re- 
fund on informal complaints must be 
made within six months of the time 
when the shipment moved; Bul 1-38; 
March 21, p 1. 

Jurisdiction: Power of Commission to 
award reparation does not extend to 
division of rates between connecting 
earriers; claims ex contractu are not 
cognizable by Commision; jurisdic- 
tion is limited to damages caused by 
violation of some provision of the 

Act to Regulate Commerce; La Salle & 
B oo RRvs C& N W; June 13, 
p 29. 

On Published Rates: Held that juris- 
diction has been given the Commis- 
sion by the Act to Regulate Com- 
merce to award as reparation the 
difference between a published rate 
and what is found would have been 
a reasonable rate; Flint & Walling 
Mfg Covs LS & M §S et al; July 
18, p 83. 

Open to All: Benefit of reparation or- 
ders extends to all alike, but Com- 
mission order is necessary in every 
instance; Bul 1-49; May 2, p 2. 

Passenger Tickets: Commission holds 
that reparation on informal com- 
plaints extends to freight traffic only 
and complaints on passenger traffic 
will not be entertained; Bul 1-46; 
March 21, p 1. 

Proceedings for Correspond to Aciions 
at Law Sounding in Tort: Held that 
proceedings before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission for indemni- 
tory damages are purely statutory 
and correspond to actions at law 
sounding in tort; Southern Pine 
Lumber Co vs Sou Ry; July 11, p 59. 

Protest: Held not necessary to make 
when paying freight bill in order to 
preserve right to appeal to Interstate 
Commerce Commission for reparation; 
Baer Bros Merc Co vs Mo Pac et al; 
April 18, p 11. 

Protest Against Payment of Assessed 
Charges not Necessary: Held that 
protest by shipper or _ consignee 
against payment of the lawfully es- 
tablished freight rate is not a neces- 
sary prerequisite to the recovery of 
damages resulting from an unreason- 
able charge: Southern Pine Lumber 
Co vs Sou Ry; July 11, p 59. 

Protest Unnecessary: Held that pro- 
test against the payment of ex- 
cessive freight rates not a necessary 
prerequisite to the recovery of dam- 
ages on account of the exaction of 


unlawful charges: Nicola, Stone & 
Myers Co vs L & N et al; Stetson 


Lumber Co vs Sou Rv et al; Phillips 
& Co vs Ill Cent et al (three cases); 
Julv 11, p 60. . 

Tariff Rates: Commission holds that 
law does not permit use of any rate 
or fare except that contained in law- 
ful tariff applicable via line, route 
and gateway over and through which 
— or passenger moves; 15A- 

Voluntarv Reduction of Rate: Held 
that the voluntary reduction of a 
rate by a carrier is not conclusive 
evidence of the wnreasonableness of 
former rate and does not entitle the 
shipper to reparation; Ottumwa 

































































































































































































































Bridge Co vs C M & St P Ry; same 
vs CRI & P; July 4, p 54. 





























































tion is due to the person who has 
been required to pay the excessive 


and who was the true owner of the 
property transported during the pe- 


& Myers Co vs L & N et al; Stetson 


& Co vs Ill Cent et al (three cases); 
July 11, p 60. 


right to recover reparation is not con- 
fined to shipments made by parties to 


ments charged for on the basis indi- 
cated, by_whomsoever made; Nicola, 


Stetson Lumber Co vs Sou Ry et al; 
Phillips & Co vs Ill Cent et al (three 
cases); July 11, p 60. 


REPARATION, INFORMAL AWARDS 


and C B & Q, awarded $120 (Informal); 
Oct. 31, p 46. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co vs C B & Q, 
awarded $105 (Informal); Feb. 22, 59, 

Acme Kitchen Cabinet Co vs Sou Ry, 
a 84 cents (Informal); July 18, 
Dp A 

Acme Kitchen Cabinet Co vs Sou Ry, 
awarded $1 (Informal); July 18, p 40. 

Acme Kitchen Cabinet Co vs Sou Ry, 
awarded $1.81 (Informal); June 20, p 68. 

Acme Kitchen Cabinet Co vs Sou Ry, 
awarded 66 cents (Informal); June 27. 


p 75. 
Acme Milling Co vs P C C & St L, 
awarded $7.35 (Informal); May 23, p 61. 
Acme Milling Co vs PCC &é& StL 


p 48. 
Acme Milling Co vs PCC &S&StL 


Advance Lumber Co vs C & O, awarded 
$92.62 (Informal); June 13, p 80. 
Advance Lumber Co vs C RI & P,} 
awarded $12.27 (Informal); July 4, p 43. 
Advance Lumber Co vs St L §S Ww, 
awarded $4.90 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 12. 
Agent of the C B & Q at St. Joseph, Mo., 
vs © St P M & O, awarded $36 (In- 
formal); Feb. 29, p 53, 


Agent, of the C B & Q at Davenport, 
Ia., in the matter of relief of; released 
from collecting $9.68 undercharges (In- 
formal); June 6, p 53. 


Agent of the C St P M & O at Mankato, 
Minn., in the matter of relief of; re- 
leased from collecting. undercharges 
amounting to $363.70 (Informal); Feb. 
15, p 58. 

Agent of the C St P M & O at Minne- 
sota Transfer, Minn., in the matter of; 
relief of; released from collecting un- 
dercharge; Feb. 8, p 51. 

Agents of the C B & Q at Crawford, 
Neb., and Wray, Colo., in the matter 
of relief of; released of undercharge 
(Informal); March 14, p 58. 

Agent of the C B & Q at South Omaha, 
Neb., vs St L S W, awarded $11.25 
(Informal); Jan. 4, p 12. 

Agent of the C RI & Gulf at Amarillo, 
Tex., in the matter of relief of; re- 
leased from collecting $821.78 under- 
charge (Informal); Feb. 29, p 54. 


Agent of the C St P M & O at Menomo- 
nie, Wis., in the matter of relief of; re- 
leased from collecting $2 undercharge 
(Informal); Jan. 25, p 51. 

Agents of the C St P M & O, in the mat- 
ter of relief of; released in the sum of 
$31.56 (Informal); Jan, 4, p 10. 

Agent of the Gt Nor at Duluth, Minn.., in 
the matter of relief of; released from 
collecting $28.24 under charges (Infor- 


mal); Feb. 15, p 57 
Agent of the O S L at Twin Falls. Ida., 
in the matter of relief of; released of 
oe undercharge (Informal); Feb. 22, 
p 58. 

Agent of the P R R at Tacony, Pa., vs 
Cc St PM & O, awarded $10.65 account 
overcharge (Informal): Aug. 23, p. 43. 

Agent of the Wyo & N W, in the matter 
of relief of; released in the sum of 
$260.77 (Informal); Feb. 22, p 59. 

Alaska Lumber Co vs C B & Q, awarded 
$146.77 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 

Allen. William F Co vs C R R of 
N J. awarded $39.04 (Informal); Feb. 
22. p 58. 

Alpirn, A. B.. vs C B & O and Colo & 
Sou, awarded $17.32 (Informal); Oct. 
17. p 46. 


Amalgamated Sugar Co vs O S IL, 
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p ° 
Who is Entitled to: Held that repara-| Ambrosini, 


riod of transportation; Nicola, Stone} American Can Co vs Ill Cent, awarded 


Lumber Co vs Sou Ry et al; Phillips} American Car & Foundry Co vs G & SI, 
Who is Entitled to: Held that the American Car & Foundry Co vs StL & 
complaints, but extends to all ship-}] American Car & Foundry Co vs C & O p 45 
Stone & Myers Co vs L & N et al;] American Cement Plaster CovsC RI & 


American Cement Plaster Co vs C x I 


American Hardwood Lumber Co vs C 


American Hide & Leather Co vs Erie 


American tron & Steel Mfg Co vs Sou 


awarded $8.08 (Informal); May 30, p 48,| American Lumber & Mfg Co vs Grand 


awarded $3,148.97 (Informal); May 30, M La & Tex RR & S §S Co, awarded 

48 $1,252.27 (Informal); Oct. 3, p 42. 
Anthony, vs Wis Cent,| Arkansas Brick Mfg Co vs Mo Pac, 
~~ $47.20 (Informal); March 21, ree $38.60 (Informal); May 23, 
p. p 61. 


charge as the price of transportation American Agricultural Chemical Co, The,} Armour & Co vs B & O S W, awarded 


vs PR Rand CRRof N J, awarded 


$25 (informal); July 18, p 40. 
$65.92 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 


Armour & Co vs El Paso & S W, awardea 
$238.07 (Informal); Oct. 3, p. 42. 
Armour & Co vs C B & Q and Colo & 
Sou, awarded $545.30 (Informal); April 
awarded $11.11 (Informal); March 28, 4, p 19. 
79, 7 Armstrong, H. P., et al, vs O S L, 
awarded $148 (Informal); Feb. 1, p 56. 
S F, awarded $84.67 (Informal); Oct.| Atlantic Canning Co vs C B & Q, 
31, p 45. awarded $75.60 (Informal); Aug. 15, 


awarded $548.21 (Informal); July 18,| Atlantic Export Co vs N Y N H & 

p 39. x _— $105.45 (Informal); March 
,’ p ° 

P. awarded $129.25 (Informal); Nov.| Atlas Lumber & Shingle Co vs C RI & 

21, p 45. P, eneees $4.50 (Informal); Aug. 22, 


$5 (Informal); May 23, p 61. 


p o. 
& P, awarded $57.20 (Informal); July| Atlee, S. & J. C.. vs C B & Q, awarded 
4, p 43. $65.74 (Informal); Feb. 22, p 59 


Acme Cement Plaster Co vs Union Pac! American Furniture Co vs Union Pac| Austin & Co and Austin & Claypool ys 


CB & Q, awarded $30.35 (Informal); 


and C & N W, awarded $26.03 (In- 
March 21, p 87 


formal); Aug. 15, p 47. 


American Granite Co vs Mich Cent,| Babcock Bros. Lumber Co vs L & N 


awarded $13.12 (Informal); Feb. 15, awarded $28 (Informal); Feb. 29, Dp 54, 
p 57. Baer, Richard P., & Co vs. Sou Ry, 
awarded $13.84 (Informal); March 28, 
RI & P, awarded $24.05 (Informal); p 79. : ts ‘ 

June 20, p 69. Bain Peanut Co vs Norf & West and 


American Hide & Leather Co vs C & S A L, awarded $24.42 (Informal); 


N W, awarded $3 (Informal); Jan. 18, July 18, p 40. — : 
p 64. Baird Produce Co vs Manistee & N E, 
y awarded $36.43 (Informal); Feb. 1, 
R R, awarded $85.44 (Informal); March p 56. E 7 
21, p 86. Baird Produce Co vs Manistee & N E, 
awarded $28.68 (Informal);. Feb. 1. 
Pac-Atlantic S S Lines, awarded 


p 56. 
$498.49 (Informal); Feb. 22, p 58. Baker & Hamilton vs Sou Pac, awarded 


awarded $122.50 (Informal); May 30,| American Locomotive Co vs N Y C & $75 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 8. 


. awe $23,237.50 (Inf al); | Baldwin & Co_vs C Gt W, Colo & Sou, 
St ee ee ht Wath & DC Ha TC, Tex & NO 
: and M La & Tex R R'& S S$ Co, 


R & I, awarded $6.80 (Informal); March| @warded $44 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 46. 


21, p. 85. Ballard-Messmore Grain Co vs C B & 9, 
American Milling Co vs Ill Cent, awarded awarded $12.29 (Informa); Oct. 31, 
$120 (Informal): Jan. 11, p 64. p 45. 


American Naval Stores Co (of West Va.)| Ball Bros. Glass Mfg. Co vs Ill Cent, 
vs L * N. awarded $29.88 (Informal); awarded $24.83 (Informal); Dec. 12, 
Oct. 3, p 42. p 43. . 

American Sheet & Tin Plate Co vs P|Ball Bros. Glass Mfg Co vs L E & W, 
R R and D & H Co, awarded $84.43 awarded $8.73 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 8. 
(Informal); Aug. 22, p 43. Ball-Goss Lumber Co vs C RI & P, 

American Sheet & Tin Plate Co vs Cin & awarded $19.08 (Informal); Oct. 17, 
M V, awarded $69.53 (Informal); May p 46. 

30, p 48. Ballou, E., vs Santa Fe Central, awarded 

American Sheet & Tin Plate Co vs Cin &|. $6.20 (Informal); Feb. 29, p 54. 

M V, awarded $23.46 (Informal); May| Bank of Hurtsboro, The, vs S A lL, 
16, p 61. : awarded $63.47 (Informal); Dec. 12, 

American Sheet & Tin Plate Co vs M K 42, 

& T, awarded $42.64 (Informal); June} Barnes, G. H., Hardwood Lumber Co vs 
27, p 75. st L : ae $21.36 (Informal); 
: ies ine Ss Jan. 11. p ; 

“Feuueahs oa tee Seen & TF and mb Barnes, G. H., Hardwood Lumber Co vs 
P Los A & SL. awarded $3,213.74 (in-| St LS W, awarded $12.91 (Informal); 
formal); April 18, p. 79. Oct. 17, p 46. = 

American Snuff Co vs L & N, awarded| Barnes & Mauk vs C B & Q, awarded 
$244.80 (Informal); July 4, p 43. $43.50 (Informal); Oct. 17, p 46. 

American Sugar Refining Co vs Tex &| Barr_Clay Co, The, vs A T_& S F and 
Pac and Ft Worth & D C. awarded Cc it , Mh - + BRE $53.50 (Infor- 
15.08 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 45. Mar); JUNC Vv, DP I- — 
ened Sugar Refining Go ws Ill Cent, | Barrett Mfg Co vs Pere M and C & NW, 
awarded $66.78 (Informal): Jan. 4, p 11.}| awarded $16.61 (Informal); Feb, 29, 

American Tobacco Co vs A C L, awarded p 54. 


en= 9 al): J Be 46. Barrett Mfg Co vs Pere M and C M & 
meen Semeee on Sou Ry,.| St P, awarded $21 (Informal); March 

awarded $83.01 (Informal); July 158, 14, p. 58. 

p 40. Barrett Mfg Co vs St L & S F, awarded 
American ‘Tobacco Co vs Durham & $92.72 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 9 


Southern, awarded $4.88 (Informal);} Bartels, Fred, vs C St P M & O, awarded 
June 20, p 68. $303.66 (Informal); Jan. 18, p 64. 

American Tobacco Co vs Durham €&! Bassett Grain Co vs P C C & SL, 
Southern, awarded $15.32 (Informal); awarded $50.68 (Informal): May 16, 
Mav 23, p 62. p 61. 

American Tube & Stamping Co.'The. vs| Bath, F. P., & Co vs M K & T, awarded 
N Y N H & H, awarded $7.31 (In- $352.24 (Informal); March 14, p 57. 
formal): Oct, 10, p 49. Battelle & Renwick vs Mallory S S Co, 

Amos. C. D., vs Santa Fe P & P, awarded awarded $55.28 (Informal); Jan. 4, 
$10.08 (Informal); June 13, p 80. ome G b eenimiee Wal a 

a saa attla Cree reakfas ‘00 o vs Wa- 

Andersons Oe a. Oat 10, ose | bash, awarded $88.06 (Informal); Feb. 


: 29 53 
Anti-Trust’ Oil Co vs Colo & Sou, 4, DP. 99. = ‘ 
7 al): Mav 30 g' | Bayliss, H. W., & Son, vs C RI &P, 
halts On Cee tae hem, awarded $91.16 (Informal); “July 25, 
Z 2 al); April 4, Pp 3, ‘ ‘ 
—— — — ~ Bay State Milling Co vs Empire Line, 
Antle-Linley Grain Co vs Mo Pac,| awarded $4 (Informal); June 13, p 80. 
awarded $25.51 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 13.| Beekman Lumber Co vs N O & N Ww, 
Antrim Todd Lumber Co vs St I. S W, areeent $90.60 (Informal); May % 
awarded $4.10 (Informal); Jan. 4, p. 11. p 04. 
acaeen Mills = S A LL. awarded $52.95} Benedict. Downs & Co vs N Y N H & 
(Informal); Feb. 15, p. 57. — $4.74 (Informal); March 14, 
Archer-Daniels Linseed Co vs C Gt W p. 03. : . 
and Wabash. awarded $47.76 (Infor-| Berry Bros.. Ltd, vs C & N W_ Ry, 
mal): Aug. 15, p 46. aa $18.62 (Informal); Aug. 15, P 
Oil & Milling Co vs Gulf Colo ‘ 
Ans Fe. Tex & NO, La West and! Berry, O. P., Co vs B & M and Maine 
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Cent, sprented $197.66 (Informal); June 
27, Pp f° 

Bertha Mineral Co vs Norf & West, the 
P RR and Cumb V, awarded $78. 70 
(Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 

Berthold & Jennings Lumber Co vs St L 
Ss wa awarded $9.49 (Informal); June 
6, 3. 

Berthold « Jennings Lumber Co vs St L 
§ vt , awarded $8.17 (Informal); June 


p 
uae ase “Lumber Co vs L & N, awarded 
~ $32.13 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 11. 
Big Horn Sheep Co vs Wyo & N w, 
awarded $2 (Informal); Feb. 22, p 59. 
Bilderback & ,Crane Co vs Sou Pac Co 


Lines in Ofegon, awarded $6.77- (In- 
formal); Aug. 15, p 46. 

Biles, J. W., Co vs B & OS W, awarded 
$134.04 (Informal); Jan. 18, p 63. 


Binswanger, H. P., CovsN Y C & HR, 


awarded $4.10 (Informal); April 18, 
» 79. 

Bisbee Lumber Co vs El Paso & S W 
System, awarded $283.75 (Informal); 
Jan, 4, p 8. 

Bissinger & Co vs Nor Pac, awarded 
$143.90 (Informal); Feb. 22, p 59. 

Black aon te Coal Co vs Ill Cent, 
a $38.2 (informal); Aug. 15, 

46. 

Black & Loomis Co vs A T & Ss F, 

awarded $15.30 (Informal); Aug. 15, 


p 46. 

Blackwell’s Durham Tobacco Co vs Norf 
& West, awarded $1.40 (Informal); 
May 30, p 47. 

Blalock Fruit Co vs O R & N, awarded 
$30.17 (Informal); June 20, p. 69. 

Boggs Broomcorn Co vs Union Pac and 
Cc B & Q, awarded $55.18 (Informal); 
Aug. 22, p -43. 

Boice & Grogan Lumber Co vs B & O 


S W, awarded $15.84 (Informal); Feb. 
29, p 54. 
Bolin, George, & Co vs C & N W, 


awarded $65 (Informal); 


May 9, p 55. 
Bolinger, S. H., & €o vs 


st LS W, 


awarded $39.72 (Informal); March 14, 
p 58. 
Bonner Oil Co vs K C Sou and Beau- 


mont S L & W, awarded $158.06 (In- | 


formal); Nov, 28, p 36. 
Boothe-McClintock Co, The, 
S F, awarded $182.32 
23, p 61. 
Boren-Stewart Co vs 
awarded $29.95 
p 78. 


Ve A PF @ 
(Informal); May 


Gulf, Colo & § F, 
(Informal); April 18, 


Boston Excelsior Co vs Can _ Pac, 
awarded $86.40 (Informal); Jan. 4, 
p 10. : 

Bowie Lumber Co vs M La & Tex RR 
= Ss a awarded $9 (Informal); Aug. 

 p. 

Bowne & Co vs Wells Fargo & Co Ex- 
yr awarded $300 (Informal); Jan. 4, 
p 11. 

Bradford Wholesale Furniture Co vs Va 
& ~4 W. awarded $8 (Informal); Jan, 4, 
p il. 

Braslan Seed Growers’ Co vs Sou Pac, 
awi irded $154.98 (Informal); June 27, 


Breaux, S. L., vs C RI & P, awarded 
$218.47 (Informal); Jan, 4, p 8. 
Briggs & Cooper Co, Ltd, vs Mich 
lot awarded $142.68 (Informal); Jan. 

» Dp 9. 

Bright-Coy Commission Co vs M K & T 
and Ft S & W, awarded $480.53 (In- 
formal); April 25, p 68. 

Brooks- Scanlan Lumber Co vs Minn & 
St L and Gt Nor, awarded $3.61 (In- 
formal); June 20, p 69. 

Brown Commission bo vs Ill Cent, C RI 
& P and St L & S F, awarded $62.70 
(Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 

Brown, Ennis, Co vs Sou Pac, awarded 
$38.85 (Informal); Aug. 22, p 43. 

Brown, W. P., & Co vs fl Cent, awarded 
$3.26 (Informal); May 9, p 5b. 

Brown, W. P., & Sons Lumber Co vs 


i N, awarded $46.80 (Informal); 
July 4, p 43, 
Brownstein, wi’, Co vs Sou Pac, 
— $41. 80 Suactmalt: Aug. 14, 
Brownstein, A., Co vs Sou Pac, 
ea $203. 50 © hindinty: March 28, 
Pp 
Senkncate: A., Co Sou Pac, 
eres $35.75 Gntocmai): March 14, 
oS, . 
Brownstein, A., & Co vs Sou Pac, 
a $55.72 (Informal); March 14, 
o 
Brummett, G. P., vs Eastern Ry of N 
M and Pecos & Nor Tex, awarded 


$84.48 (Informal): Sept. 19. p 47. 
Brvan. J E.. vs O R & N. awarded 
$11.95 (Informal) : Feb. 29, p 53 











Buchanan, William, vs St L S W, 
awarded $15.02 (Informal); Feb. 1, p 56. 
peers J. A., & Son Co, The, vs N Y 
N H & H, awarded $317.90 (Informal); 
May 30, p. 47, 

Bull Creek Sand & Gravel Co vs Cent 
of Ga and Ga Fla & Ala, awarded 
$163.07 (Informal); Oct. 10, p 49, 

Burnsville Grocery Co vs Nort & ‘West, 
— $56.64 (Informal); June 20, 
p : 


Burroughs Adding Machine Co vs U § 
Express Co, awarded $24.57 (Informal); 
Sept. 19, p 47. 

Burton Grain Co vs M La & Tex R R & 
Ss . Co, Colo & Sou, Ft Worth & D C, 
H T C and Tex & N oO, awarded 
$64. 4 (Informal); Aug. 15, p. 46. 

Bushnell, A., vs Mo Pac, awarded $49.20 
(Informal): July 4, p 43. 

Bushnell, - vs Vicks S & P, awarded 
$7.57 (Informal); April 11, p 59. 

Buxton-Smith Co. vs El Paso & S W, 
—e $54.47 (Informal); May 23, 
p 61. 

Buxton-Smith Co vs El Paso & S W, 
awarded 73 cents (Informal); May 23, 


& S W, 


p 61. 

Buxton-Smith Co vs El Paso 
pig rae $44.25 (Informal); July 4, 

Cache Valley Condensed Milk Co vs 

S lL, awarded $212.06 (Informal); 
June 27, p 75. 

Caliente Mercantile Co vs San P, Los 
A & S L, awarded $34.50 (Informal); 
July 4, p 43 

California & Hawaiian Sugar Refining 
Co vs Sou Pac, awarded $67.64 (In- 
formal); July 18, p 40. 

California’ & “Hawaiian Sugar Refining 


Co vs Sou Pac, awarded $59.76 (In- 
formal); July 18, p 40. 

California Sugar & White Pine Agency 
vs Sou Pac. awarded $58.59 (Informal); 
Oct. 31, p 46. 

Callender, S. E., & Co vs L & N. 
—en $25.40 (Informal); Oct. 31, 
p 45. 


Cameron, William, 


& Co vs Tex & N O, 
awarded $7.44 
5 


(Informal); Feb. 15, 
p | 
Roy. 


od. 

Campbell, vs GH &S A, awarded | 
$6 (Informal); Jan. 18, p 63. 

Campbell & Cleaver Cotton Co vs M K| 
& T. awarded $220.46 (Informal); April | 


11, p 59. 
Campbell & Dann Mfg. Co vs N C & 
awarded $74.07 (Informal); May 





St L. 
9, p 55, 

Cannon Rox Co vs Mo: Pac, awarded 
$29.05 (Informal); March 28, p 79. 

Capital Lumber Co vs Sou Ry and C N 
O & T P. awarded $78.88 (Informal); 
June 20, p 69. 

Cardiff Gypsum Plaster Co vs C Gt W, 
~~ $10.80 (Informal); Feb. 22, 
p 

Carlton, E. D.. vs Mo 
$6.90 (Informal): Jan. 4, p 12. 

Carnegie Steel Co “ P R R, awarded 
$113.73 (Informal); Jan. 18. p 63. 

Carnegie Steel Co vs Wheeling & Take 
Erie, awarded $13.93 (Informal): March 
28, p 79. 

oe ms ee vs 


Pac. awarded 


Nor Pac, awarded 

June 27, p 75. 

Carson: John w., "'& Co vs C & oO, 
“a $20.92 (Informal); July 25, 
p 46. 

Case. E. T., vs Erie and P R R, awarded 
$137.50 (Informal): April 18, p 79. 

Case, Willard. Lumber Co vs C & ET, 
over $30.68 (Informal); June 27, 


Pp 
Centliore, CO) Tas T St L 
& a’ (Informal): Jan. 4. 





Brewing Co vs 
awarded $2 


p TY. 

Central Broom Co vs Mo Pac. awarded 
$1.21 (Informal); May 30, p 48. 

Central Broom Co vs Mo Pac. awarded 
$2.05 (Informal); Feb. 8, p 51. 

Central Broom Co vs Mo Pac, awarded 
69 cents (Informal); May 23, p 62. 
Central Broom Co vs Mo Pac, awarded 

$1.65 (Informal): Jan. 4, p 12. 

Central States Fuel Co vs C RTI & P. 
Se $32.34 (Informal); Sept. 19, 
Dp . 

Chamberlain, Lee, & Co vs San P T.os 
A & S I. awarded $88.10 (Informal): 
Feb. 22. vo &8. 

Chanute Zinc Co vs M K & T, awarded 
$33.25 (Informal); July 18, p 40. 

Chanute Zinc Co vs A T & S F, 
syaraed $228.57 (Informal); Jan. 4, 


p 9. 
Chattanooga Sewer Pine & Fire Brick 


Co vs Sou .Ry, awarded $24.75 (In- 
formal): Oct. 31, p 45. 

Christensen, C. S., Co vs C St P M & O, 
60 cents (Informal); Jan. 11, p 64. 
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Chicago Lumber & Coal Co vs Gulf & 


Ss z awarded $8 (Informal); Jan. 11, 
Dp 63. 

Chicago Lumber & Coal Co vs Gulf & 
S I, awarded $81.22 (Informal); Jan. 
18, p 63. 

Chicago Lumber & Coal Co vs C St P 
M & O, awarded $9.70 (Informal); 
May 23, p 61. 

Chicago Lumber & Coal Co vs C St P 


M & O, awarded $3.35 (Informal); Nov. 


28, p 36. 
Chicago Lumber & Coal Co vs C St P 
M & O, awarded $7.90 (Informal); 


March 7, p 64. 


Chicago Lumber & Coal Co vs St L 


e. W, alae $17.65 (Informal); Feb. 

a, p 

Chicago Mill & Lumber Co vs St. L & 
S F, awarded $27.82 (Informal); Oct. 
31, p 465. 

C & Avs StL & S F, awarded $5.14 
(Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 

C & A vs Iowa Cent, awarded $7.35 (In- 
formal); Oct. 3, p 42. 

CRI& GvsM K &T of Tex, awarded 
$90.73 (Informal); Jan. 4, p §&8. 

Cc st P M & O vs Mo Pac, awarded 


$69.12 (Informal); Oct. 3, p_ 42 
Clapp, Cc. H., vs American Express Co 


and Pac Express, awarded $50 (In- 
formal); Oct. 31, p 46. 

Clarinda Poultry, Butter & Egg Co vs 
Til Cent, awarded $70.87 (Informal); 
Jan. 4; p ii. 

Clarinda Poultry, Butter & Egg Co vs 
Till Cent, awarded $6.48 (Informal); 


Aug. 15, p 45. 


Cloquet Lumber Co vs Gt Nor, awarded 
$9.53 (Informal); Jan, 4, p 10. 

Clyde Iron Works vs C St P M & QO, 
awarded $7.95 (Informal); Nov. 21, 
p 45, 

Cochrane Chemical Co vs B_ & M, 
awarded $90.30 (Informal); Jan, 4, 
p 8. 

Cochran Cotton Mills vs Sou Ry, 
awarded $32.16 (Informal); Nov. 21, 
p 45. 

Colby & Co vs D L & W, awarded 
$18.06 (Informal) ; Oct. 10, p 49. 

Coles, C. B., & Sons Co vs P R R, 
awarded $12.75 (Informal); March 7, 


p 64. 

Collins, Thomas W., & Co 
awarded $16.89 (Informal); 
p 61. . 

Colorado eet. Co. The, vs D & RG, 
awarded $104.2 (Informal); May 30, 


p 48s. 

Colorado Fuel & Iron Co. vs A T & 
S F, awarded $420.36 (Informal); Jan. 
SO, Teens 

Colorado Fuél & CB& Q 
ae D & R G (informal); March 7, 

64. 

Cdlorado Fuel & Iron Co vs D & RG 
and C B & Q, awarded $116.11 (in- 
formal); April 18, p 79. 

Colorado Fuel & Iron Co vs Colo & Sou, 
awarded $295.49 (Informal); May 30, 
p 48, 

Colorado Fuel & Iron Co vs C B & Q, 
awarded $73.50 (Informal); Jan. 4, 
p 10. 

Columbia River Lumber Co vs Sou Pac, 
awarded $322.14 (Informal); Jan. 4, 


vs Sou Pac, 
May 16, 


Tron Co vs 


p 8. e 

Commercial Milling Co vs Can Pac, 
awarded $18 (Informal); Jan. 18, p 64. 

Comstock, S. E., & Co vs P R R, 
awarded $9 (Informal); April 4, p 19. 

Consolidated Naval Stores Co vs Sou 
Ry, awarded $1,227.02 (Informal); July 
18, p 40. 

Convoy Hoop Co vs Sou Ry, 
$12 (Informal); April 18, p 79. 

Cock, E. B.. vs Muscatine North & Sou, 
Iowa Cent and C B & Q, awarded 
$203.90 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 45. 

Copper Queen Consol. Mining Co vs El 
Paso & S W. awarded $50.08 (iIn- 
formal); Aug. 15, p 46. 

Copper Queen Consol Mining Co vs Sou 
Pac and El Paso & S W, awarded 
$311.48 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 4 

Copper Queen Consol Mining Co vs Sou 
Pac and El Paso & S W, awarded 
$90.73 (Informal); July 4, p 43. 

Copper Queen Consol Mining Co vs El 
Paso & S W, awarded 85 cents (In- 
formal); May 30, p 48. 

Copper Queen Consol Mining Co vs C R 
I & P and El Paso & S W, awarded 
$6.79 (Informal); May 30, p 48. 

Copper Queen Consol Mining Co vs Fl 
Pasoé& SW. L&EN.GHEeS A, Ill 
Cent, Tex & NO. MLa & Tex RR & 
S S Co, awarded $379.39 (Informal); 
Dec. 12, p 42. 

Copper Queen Consol Mining Co vs El 


awarded 
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Kemp Lumber Co vs Pecos V & N #, | Lindsay Bros. vs C & N W and Minn & awarded $26.65 (Informal); Feb 15, p 57, 
uwarded 3126.12 (intormal); April 1i,| St L, awarded $4 (Informal; Jan. 25, | Meinrath Brokerage Co vs Merchant & 
p ody. i p §0. Miners’ Transp. Co, awarded $11.74 (In- 

Kemp Lumber Co vs Pecos V & N K,|.Lindsay Bros. vs C & N W and Minn & formal); Feb 15, p 57. 
uwurded $65.41 (informal); April ii, St L, awarded $4 (Informal); Jan. 138, | Mengel, ¢. C., & Bro. Co vs L & N, 
p dy. p 63. awarded $2.789.20 (Informal); July 18° 

Kemp Lumber Co vs Pecos V & N E,|L & N vs C RI & P, awarded $111.30 p 39. 
uwarded 93$111.2% (informal); April 11, (Informal); Aug. 15, p 47. Menominie Hydraulic Press Brick Co ys 
p od. Loewi, Hugo V., vs Sou Pac Lines in CM & St P, awarded $4.01 (Informal); 

Kettle River Quarries Co vs Gt Nor,! Ore, awarded $37.05 (Informal); Feb. Feb 22, p 58. 


awarded $33.05 (Informal); May 2, p 73. 

Keystone Slag Co vs P & R, awarded 
$35.49 (Informal); Oct. 10, p 49. 

Kidd Bros. & Gurgher Steel Wire Co, 
The, vs P & L E, awarded $2.30 (in- 
formal); Oct. 17, p 46. 

Kidder, F. L., & Co vs Vandalia, awarded 
$105.55 (Informal); Feb. 15, p 57. 

Killingsworth, H. C., vs M K & T of Tex, 
awarded $55.04 (Informal); March 21, 
p 8d. 

Kimball-Fowler Cereal Co vs St L & SF, 
awarded $26.36 (informal); July 4, p 42. 


King, The H. B., Commission Co, vs 
CRI e& P, lll Cent and St L& SB, 
awarded $206.10 (Informal); Aug. 22, 
p 43. 


Kingman St Louis Implement Co vs St 


L & S F and Term R R Assn of St 
1% awarded $70 (Informal); Dec. 12, 
p 42. 


Klipstein, A., & Co vs Sou Ry, awarded 
$13.21 (Informal); April 18, p 79. | 


Longville Long Leaf Lumber Co vs Gulf 


Menomonie Hydraulic Press Brick Co vs 
C St P M & O, awarded $30 (Informal); 
June 13, p 80. 

Mente & Co vs M La & Tex RR & ss 
Co, awarded $466.08 (Informal); May 9, 

vs|__p 55. : 

Merrill & Co vs Ala & ue 


29, p 54. 


Colo & S$ F and Shreveport Alex & 
A W, awarded $759.80 (Informal); May 
23, p 62. 

Lottman-Myers Manufacturing Co 
Gulf Colo & S F, awarded $75.65 (in- 
formal); Jan. 25, p 50. $34.58 (Informal); June 13, p 

Loudon Hosiery Mills vs Sou Ry, awarded | Metropolis Bending Co vs St L& S$ F, 
$48.50 (Informal); Feb. 8, p 51. awarded $9.23 (Informal); May 16, p 61, 

Ludington Salt Co vs C & N W, awarded] Miles & Ricketts vs Ill Cent, awarded 
$8.25 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 10. | $5.19 (Informal); May 9, p 55. 

Lutcher & Moore Cypress Lumber Co vs| Miles, G. W., Timber & Lumber Co ys 
Yazoo & M V, awarded $10.78 (In- Mo Pac, awarded. $36.80 (Informal); 
formal); Feb. 22, p 58. May 16, p 61. 

Lutz Bros. vs Mo Pac, awarded $27.36 | Mill Shoals Cooperage Co vs B & OS W, 
(informal); Jan. 4, p 9. awarded $10.96 (Informal); Aug. 22, p 

LVvs St L & S F, awarded $9.80 (In- 
formal); Aug. 15, p 46. 


Lynchburg Foundry Co vs Norf & West, 
ae $28.85 (Informal); June 20, p 


43. 
Mill Shoals Cooperage Co vs B & OSW, 
awarded $7.18 (Informal); Oct. 10, p 49. 
Miller &. Vidor Lumber Co vs Tex & NO, 
awarded $29.12 (Informal); Aug. 22, p 


Lyon Cypress Lumber Co vs Yazoo & MV. | 43. 


Knight, W. S., & Co vs A T & § F, awarded $5.58 (Informal); March 21, p ene areas. ioe a teenie. 
awarded $147 (Informal); April 11, p| S86. cane thon db + Mb mgt N ? Ni & n 
a Magill, H., Lumber Co vs C RI & P,{ awarded $95.37 Reet <\ Wise Sak oe 
ee ee Ee ase eae eal $49.78 (informal); Oct. 81, B| fe ee aformal): May 30, p 
syeree $10.77 (Informal); 4% P 45. Minneapolis Brewing Co vs C St PM®& 
Bg seagate) Magill, J. H., Lumber Co vs C RI & P,|" 6, awarded $42.49 (Informal); Dec. 12 
Kola Lumber Co vs Gulf & §S I, awarded $2.28 (Informal); Aug. 22, p 43. p 42. “e 


$10.85 (Informal); May 30, p 47. 
Kola Lumber Co vs Guif & S I, 

$9.94 (Informal); May 16, p 61. 
Kola Lumber Co vs Guif & 5S I, 

$9.04 (Informal); March 28 


awarded 


$11.82 (Informal); March 28, p 79. 

Kreger & Bradley Lumber Co vs Norf & 
West, poor $7.90 (Informal); March 
7, p 64. 

Kuehne, Otto, “Vinegar & Preserving 
Works vs A T & S F, awarded $453.14 
(Informa]); Jan. 4, p 8. 

Kuntz, Peter, vs Guif & S z; 
$9.12 (Informal); Jan. 11, p 64. 

Kuntz, Peter, vs M & O, awarded $9.60 
(Informal); June 20, p 68. 


Lacy-Gores Lumber Co vs C RI & P, 
awarded $17.29 (Informal); July 18, p 40. 

Lake County Manufacturing Co vs Dyers- 
burg Northern and Ill Cent, awarded 
$397.96 (Informal); May 9, p 55. 

—.: Harris Coal & Grain Co vsMK & 
T,H& T CandGH &S A, awarded 
$44. 30 (Informal); April 4, p 19. 

Las Vegas Mercantile Co vs San P Los A 
&S Y awarded $17.93 (Informal); June 
6, p 6 

Lawrence Hensley Fruit Co, 
De PR, 


awarded 


The, vs C R 
Cent and St L & §S FB, 


augrees $542.41 (Informal); Dee. 12, 

p 42. 

Leavenworth K & W vs C RI & P, 
Sn $30.56 (Informal); June 6, p 
vo. 

Lebrecht, L. G., & Co vs C B & Q, 
awarded $10.98 (Informal); Oct. 17, p 46. 

Lee, H. D., Mercantile Co vs Union Pac, 
awarded "$5. 95 (Informal); April 18, p. 


Lehigh Coal & Navigation Co vs P RR 
and C R R of N J, awarded $35.91 
(Informal); July 4, p 43. 

Lemaire, A. D., & Sons vs Sou Pac, 
awarded $103. 60 (Informal); March 28, 
p 

Lena Lumber Co vs C RI & P, awarded 
$3.25 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 47. 

Leonard, John T., vs A B & A, awarded 
$39.30 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 10. 

Leonard, H., & Son vs C RI & P, 
awarded $9. 68 (Informal); June 27, p 75. 

Lesser Goldman Cotton Co vs Mo Pac, 
—" $10.27 (Informal); May 23, p 


Lewis & Molesworth vs Pecos & Nor Tex, 87. & W. awarded $36.74 (Informal); Jan. 
a $42.35 (Informal); March 14, | McKeen. C. M., vs Sou Pac and El Paso — P 11. x aati ts ded $63.45 
p 57. 7 ow. 2. : errison Rros. vs Sou Rv, awardec 3.45 

Lewis-Vidger-Loomis Co vs Nor Pac, a eee ye. Cas Fey (Informal); Jan. 4. n &. 
awarded $23.18 (Informal); Jan. 11, P| MeMillin-Gordon Co vs Sou Pac, awarded | Morse. Ira I.vsCRI&P.StLe&sF. 
64. $40.50 (Informal); Oct. 3, p 42. Mo& O and N O & NE, awarded 

Leyner, J. Geo., Engineering Works Co| MeNeel Marble Co vs T & N, awarded $71.40 (Informal): Oct. 31. n. 45. 


vs D & RG, awarded $87.99 (Informal); 
Jan. 4, p 9. 
Liebhardt Fruit Co vs C RI & P, Il 


Cent and St L & S F, awarded $283.50 64 


(Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 


Lincoln Paint & Color Co vs C B & Q 


and A T & S F, awarded $42.75 
formal); April 11, p 59. 


(In- 


| 
| 
| 
awarded | 


awarded | Mahan 
i ‘ 28, p 79. awarded $52.52 
Kola Lumber Co vs Gulf & 8S 1, awarded p. 61. 


Magill, J. H., Lumber Co vs C RI & P, | Minneapolis Cedar & Lumber Co vs Nor 


— $30.60 (Informal); Aug. 22, Pac, awarded $14.20 (Informal): Jan. 
p 43. S 11, p 64. 
J. W., Lumber Co vs C & O,| Minneapolis Paper Co vs M St P & S§ 
(Informal); May 23, M. awarded $23.93 (Informal); Feb 22, 
p 59. 
Maley, Henry, ce va P Cc C & St L, Mississippi Box Co v t T & Sg 
awarded $14.58 (Informal); July 25, | 2\varaed. $30.80 (Informal); May ‘30, 5 


p 46. 
Mandt Wagon CovsStL&SF, awarded | yississippi Cc Tradi gee 

7 ee ee Hs Mississippi Cotton & Trading Co vs Ala 

$79.97 (Informal) ; Nov. 21, p 45. G S, awarded $15 (Informal); Jan. 4 
Manhattan Electrical Supply Co vs PRR, . 

awarded $82.07 (Informal); Feb. 15, 


p 

Marble Head Lime Co vs A T & §S PB, 
awarded $20 (Informal); Jan. 18, p = 

Marbury & Speer Lumber Co vs Cent o 


48. 


p 9. 

Missoula Mercantile Co vs Nor Pace and 
Pae Coast S S Co, awarded $39.41 (In- 
formal): March 21, p 8&6. 

Mitchell, W. I., Co vs Sou Pac, awarded 
$66.92 (Informal): —_ 22, p 43. 


58. 


Ga, awarded $9.60 (Informal); June 20, | nde Coal Co. The. vs C & Eland B& 

p 69. T. =. peraee $91.77 (Informal); Aug. 
Marion Manufacturing Co vs A C 2 

awarded $23.70 (Informal); Oct. 10, p 49 Monat’ a Co vs Mineral Range, 
Marquette Cement Manufacturing Co vs oer arded $18.30 (Informal); April 11, p 

C B & Q, awarded $8.55 (Informal); 

May 16, p 61. aaah J. J.. & Son vs Lehigh & H R, 
Marshall-Wells Hardware Co vs DS §S awarded $157.27 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 8. 

& A, awarded $1.66 (Informal); March | Moline Plow Co vs C RI & P. awarded 

21, p 86. $2.02 (Informal); Mav 30, oP 48. 
Marshall-Wells Hardware Co vs Nor Pac, Moline Wagon Co vs St LS Ml awarded 

awarded $218.08 (Informal); May 23, $6.59 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 9 


p 61. i 
Mason, E. B., & Co vs El Paso & S W, 
awarded $1.27 (Informal); June 27, p 75. 
Mason, E. B.. & Co vs El Paso & S W, 
awarded $1.21 (Informal);°May 23, p 61. 
Mason Machine Works vs Sou States 
_. tease $110.88 (Informal); May 
Mathieson Alkali Works, The, vs Norf & 
West, - arded $51.01 (Informal); March 
21, p 8&6 
Mathieson Alkali Works, The, vs Norf & 
West, Cumb V and P R R, awarded 
$84.18 (Informal); Oct. 3, p 42. 


Matthews, Charles P. vs. C RR of N J. 
awarded $9 (Informal); Oct. 10, p 49. . 
Matthews, F. D., vs Tex & Pac, awarded | Moore & Munger vs Son Ry, aw 
$215.95 (Informal): May 23, p 62. $18.71 (Informal); March 14, p 57. 


pote Hardware Co vs 
} 
McCaull-Dinsmore Co vs Gt Nor, awarded : & Co vs C & OandC & NW, 


Gt Nor and 
CRI & P. awarded $314.32 (Informal): 
Oct 17, p 46. é 
Pac and 
awarded $7g (In- 
May 30. p 48. 
J. W.. vs Pecos & Nor Tex, 
as $229.96 (Informal): July 4, p 
Norf & 


awarded $54.60 (Informal); April 


11, p 59 
Moore. Harry E., vs C RI & P. awarded 
$42.33 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 47. 
Moore. Hughes, vs Guif & S TI, awarded 
$6.40 (Informal); May 2, p 73 


Montezuma Copper Co vs Sou 
El Paso & S W, 
formal); 

Mooar, 

























Moomaw-Horton Co, 
West, 


Ine, vs 


awarded 


$67.34 (Informal); May 23, p 61. eo $245.39 (Informal); Jan. 11, 
McCaw Manufacturing Co vs Georgia Dn : 

R R, awarded $100.17 (Informal); Jan. | Morris & Co vs A T & S F, awarded 

4, p 12. $48.87 (Informe: Feb. 1. p 56. 
McGowan Bros vs Nor Pac, awarded | Morris & Co vs Stl. & S Fand C & El, 


$24.18 (Informal); Jan 11, p 63. Aug. 22, D 
McIntosh, J. O., vs San P Los A & SUL, 


awarded $118 (Informal); March 21, p 


areenet $76.21 (Informal): 
Morris Countv Crushed Stone Co vs D L 


‘aephe Hardware Co vs Gt Nor, awarded 
$35.20 (Tnformal): Mav 23, n 61. 


MeNeil. H. . & Son vs CB E& 
awarded $32.30 (Informal); Jan. 11, 1 Meselev. Goo. W.. & Son vs NYNHS&E 
oe $: ); P H, ..warded $55.28 (Informal); Oct. 31, 


vs El Paso & S W vn 46. 
Moss. T. J.. Tie Co vs C & ET, awarded 
$574 (Informal); Feb. 8 p 51. 
& Co vs P &R, 


Edmund W., 


$29 eet Nov. 28, p 36. 


Medigovich. M. J.. 
and Sou Pac, awarded $1.82 (Informal); 
Julv 4. p 42. 

Meeds-Gray Lumber Co vs M J & K C, | Mudge, 
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& St L, awarded $10.32 (Informal); Line, awarded $13.94 (Informal); Oct.|Stirneman, J., vs Wabash, awarded awar 
ail, , =... ah Shiai in 10, p 49. mS -40 (informal) ; “x ae ylt ‘ 69. 
oO slan as oor Works vs a z t R vs A awarded Tippy, 
& Q, awarded $4.19 (Informal); Jan. 25, | S489 Jron, Store 0 ye a en GL, varded | "53 357.89 (Informal); July 4, p 42. awat 
p 50: AH "ACL - ded $51.90 Stockdale & Dietz Co vs C RI & P, p 43 
Rodgers, Brown & Co. vs Sou Ry,|S!ocumb, A. H., 40 awarded $51. awarded $3.05 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 47. Towle 
awarded $12.50 (Imformal); April 18, p| (Informal); July 18, p Stocking, Horace, & Son vs “Cc Gt Ww, awal 
78. Smathers, J. L., Co vs Sou Ry, awarded| awarded $21.63 (Informal); Nov. 21, p p 42 
Roman Nose Gypsum Co vs C RI & P, $15 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 46 45. Towns 
awarded $19.80 (Informal); July 4, »|Smith, Baker & Co vs Gt Nor and Ner|Stone-Ordean-Wells Co vs Wis Cent and awa! 
43. Pac, awarded $201.55 (Informal); Nev.| Nor Pac, awarded $8.30 (Informal); p 59 
Roman Nose Gypsum Co vs C RI &P, 21, p 45. Oct. 17, p 46. - Trans: 
er $39.60 (Informal); Oct. 17, p Smith, Baker & Co vs Gt Nor and Nor ee ee Co vs ne and : : 
Remon a yas go ee <9) “ Vaan, Pas, er ae: Caen: y- oy it > eer’. ~— we eacigiies: Tremc 
awarde 5 nformal); Jan. 4, p y. : awa 
Root Glass Co vs Vandalia, sananiied Snyder, Henry, & Sons vs Norf & West, Se DO eee eae . ~ 62 vate p # 
$20.65 (Informal); Feb. 8, p 51. awarded $54 (Informal); April 11, p 59. Sulphur Timber & Lumber Co vs C RI Trinit 
Rose, J.. & Co vs NC & St L, awarded|Sondheimer, E. Co vs C R I & P,| & P, awarded $5.61 (Informal); July 4 oe 
’ 4 , y 4, ‘ 
$14.47 (Informal); Jan. 4, p ‘10. awarded $15.10 (Informal); June 27, p| p 43. p 7 
Rosenbaum Bros. vs B & O, awarded $6| 75. Sulphur Timber & Lumber Co vs CRI Trinit 
Ruth, HD Jan. 4, p 9. Sondheimer Co vs Mo Pac, &° P, awarded $5.10 (Informal); July SF 
uth, H. I., vs Mo Pac, awarded $24.70] awarded $18. 3s Theos March 21,| 18, p 40. 22, 
(Informal); Aug. 15, p46. p 86. Sulphur Timber & Lumber Co vs C RI Tully, 
——. H. 1, vs Mo Pac, awarded $7.50 tidetoen, Goldstein & Co vs St L & S| & P, awarded $6.53 (Informal); July 25, and 
(informal); Jan. 4, p 12. F, awarded $30.49 (Informal); Oct. 31,]_p 46. ‘ (int 
Ruth, H. I., vs Mo Pac, awarded $22.22 p 45. Sulphur Timber & Lumber Co vs C RI Tully, 
nn Jan. 4, p 10. South Arkansas Lumber Co vs C RI &| & P, awarded $10.44 (Informal); July Joh 
Rut , H. L, vs Mo Pac, awarded $10.81 P, awarded $6.55 (Informal); Aug. i5,| 25, p 46. = 
p(intormal); Jan. 4, p 11. p’ 45. Sulphur Timber & .Tie Co vs C RI 62. 
“int H. 1, vs Mo’ Pac, awarded $6.48| south Arkansas Lumber Co vs CRI &| & P, awarded $51.70 tanmeena: July Turn 
(Informal); Jan. 4, p 9. P, awarded $75.20 (Informal); July 4,| 25, p 46. 2 
Ruth, H. 1, vs Mo Pac, awarded $11.22| p43. Sunderland Bros. Co vs C B & Q and p 4 
(Informal); April 11, p 59. sduth Canon Coal Co, -The, vs Colo &| MK & T, awarded $38 (Informal); May Turn 
Saggan, H. A., vs G & N W, awarded| Wyo and Colo & Sou, awarded $33 (In-| 9, p aw: 
$24.13 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 10. formal); May 23, p 61. Sunderiond Bros. Co vs CB & Q, awardcd Twin 
Samuel, Frank, vs P R R, awarded |Southern Cotton Oil Co vs A C L,|_ $4.40 (Informal); June 13, p 80. Sor 
$32.31 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 46. awarded $87.83 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 12. | Sunderland Bros. Co vs C B & Q, awarded Ma 
Samuel, Frank, vs P R R and Sou Ry, |Southern Cotton Oil Co vs C RI & P, awarded $4.40 (Informal); age 8, p 42. Tyso 
awarded $415. 48 (Informal); May 16, p awarded $95.70 (Informal); July 25, p|Sunderland Bros. Co vs C & Q and $7.! 
61. 46. M K & T awarded $48.45 * boone: Tyso 
Samuel, Frank, vs P R_ R, awarded|Southern Cotton Oil Co, The, vs NO & Oct. 21, p 45. ant 
$37.99 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 45. NE, M&0O,C CC & St L, awarded | Sunderland Bros. Co vs C B & Q, awarded $2.1 
Sanford & Treadway vs Sou Ry, awarded|_ $53. 14 (Informal); March 28, p 79. $3.36 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 8. Uhri 
$22.68 Soiree) : June 20, p 68. Southern Mills Co vs Tex & N O, awarded |Superior Manufacturing Co vs Gt Nor, aw 
San P Los A S L vs C & N W,|_ $12 (Informal); May 16, p 61. awarded $130.32 (Informal); Feb. 15, Ullm 
awarded $273 (informal); Jan. 4, p 12,|Southern Pine Lumber Co vs C RI & P,|_p 58. N 
Saunders, J. R., & Co vs L &N, awarded $8.15 (Informal); Nov. 21, p+Superior Manufacturing Co vs Gt Nor, for 
awarded $53.97 (Informal); Aug. 15, p|_ 45- awarded $86.70 (Informal); Feb. 15, p Ullm 
46. Sou Ry vs E & T H, awarded $1.75 (In-|_ 58. aw 
Sawrie, W. S., & Son vs NO & N B,|_ formal); Aug. 15, p 46. Superior Manufacturing Co vs Gt Nor, af 
awarded $9.02 (Informal); April 18, p|Southern Saw Mill Co vs Tex & Pac,|_ awarded $6.20 (Informal); May 9, p 55. ‘Unto 
78, awarded $57.16 (Informal); Feb. 15, p|Swaffield-Murphy Com Co Ltd vs La Ry en 
Schaub, H. J.. vs C RI & P, awarded|_ 58. & Nav Co, MK & T and M K & T Ry vee 
$108 (Informal) ; May 23, p 61. Southern States Naval Stores Co vs Sou = Tex, awarded $24 (Informal); Nov. 21, ~ 
Schieren, Charles A., & Co vs Norf &| Ry, awarded $103.19 (Informal); Oct. 45. me 
West, ‘awarded $66.55 (Informal); Feb.| . 3, P 42. swift & Co vs CB & Q, awarded $403.30 58. 
15, p 57. Southern Steel Co vs Sou Ry and Sou Ryj| _ (Informal); Oct. 81, p 45. Unik 
Schloss & Kahn vs § A L, awardea| in Miss, awarded $26.85 (Informal); | Swift & Co vs M K & T, C Gt W, Iowa $1 
$89.10 (Informal); Feb. 1, 56. Nov. 28, p 36. Cent and Minn & St L, awarded $93.97 Uni 
Schmucker, T. F., vs A T & S F, awarded | Spear, M. k, vs C R Rof N J, awarded|_ (Informal); March 21, p 86, P: 
$36.02 (Informal); June 13, p 30. *380. 19 (Informal); Feb. 29, np 4. Taffe & Co vs Sou Pac, awarded $13.57 29 
PS eal Sulzberger Co vs C R| Spiers- oo Lary xe a N H &: H, ‘ Lae: a, 7. ‘os neta Uni’ 
awarded $131. awarded nformal); June xXaw Ss y; 
15, p’ 47. sane Ceeborenel) sae. |: SP . . P| “$109.04 (Informal); Jan. 4, p & ¥ 
Schwarzschild & Sulzberger Co vs C B|Spiers-Fish Brick Co vs N YN H.& H,|Taylor, F. W., & Co vs gt Lé&S Ff, U | 
& Q, awarded $17.57 (Informal); March| _ awarded $73.12 (Informal); July 4, p 42.| awarded $35.20 (Informal); Oct. 17, C 
21, p_ 86. Spreckels Sugar Co vs Sou Pac, awarded| Pp 46. ¥F 
Sears, Roebuck & Co vs C RI & P,| _ $1,805.83 (Informal); March 21, p 86._ | Taylor Milling & Elevator Co Ltd vs Gt Uni 
_ awarded 84 cents (Informal); Aug. i5,| Spring Valley Iron & Ore Co vs C St P| Nor, awarded $318.02 (Informal); Feb. a 
p 47. M & O, awarded $440.80 (Informal);| 15, Dp. 57. U 
Seller, M., & Co vs ier, awarded $77.96 Jan. 11, p 64. Taylor, Stanley vs MK & TandMK & $: 
(Informal); June 13, p. 80. Stacy, E. P., & Sons vs C St PM & O, T Ry of Tex, awarded $54.10 (In- Us 
Seward Trunk & Bag Go vs CRI&Pp,| awarded $12.60 (Informal); Feb. 1, p|, formal; Oct. 31, p 46. e 
awarded $3.60 (Informal); June 27, p 56. Teasdale, J. H., ‘Commission Co vs Wa- Uni 
75. Standard Box Co vs A C L, awarded as awarded $14.33 (Informal); July & 
Seward Trunk & Bag Co vs Norf & West,|__ $151.08 (Informal); Feb. 1, p 56. 18, p 40. $ 
' awarded $1.47 (Informal); March 21, p|Standard Novelty Works vs St L S W, Teasdale, J. H., Commission Co. vs Wa- Un 
85. awarded $53 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 12.| bash, awarded $23.50 (Informal); July -  N 
Shadbolt & Boyd Iron Co vs Ark Mid,|Standard Novelty Works vs St L S$ W,|_.18, p 40. & 
awarded $2.15 (Informal); Aug. 15, p}| awarded $27.85 (Informal): Jan. 4, p 9. Tebbetts, L. B., & Sons Carriage Co vs A 
a — . sw — a ag age jawarded a Pac, awarded $2.01 (Informal); Feb. Up 
annaha: OoOvsCRI&P, 20.48 (Informa ic p $ 
$26.88 (Informal); Aug. 15. ae Starks, L., Co vs M K & T. awarded $18 Ten-Mile Lumber Co vs Gulf & S$ I, Up 
Sharpless Separator Co vs R R, (Informal); July 20, p 68. awarded $11.02 (Informal); Jan. 11, $ 
awarded $109.72 (Informal); Oct 17, p|Starks, L., Co vs Manistee & N E.|_P 63. Up 
46. awarded $29.76 (Informal); May 30, v|Ten-Mile Lumber Co et al vs Gulf & SI, $ 
Sheehan & Fisher vs C & N W, awarded|_ 47. awarded $124.35 (Informal); Feb. 29, Up 
$104.98 (Informal); May 9, p 55. Starks, L., Co vs Manistee & N B,|_P 55. 
Sheridan Coal Co, ‘The, vs C B & Q,| awarded $69.90 (Informal); May 30, p| Tennessee Coal, Iron & Railroad Co vs I 
awarded $97.20 (Informal): July 4, p 42. 47. Ala G §S, awarded $9.45 (informal); Ur 
Sherman Cotton Oil Provision Co vs yr &|Starks, L., Co vs M K & T, Wis Feb. 1, p 56. é 
T C, awarded $85.98 (Informal); Feb.: Cent and C B & Q. awarded $18 (In- Tennessee Coal, Iron & Railroad vs St L Ut 
29, p 55. formal); Oct. ‘ p 42. & S F, awarded $7.39 (Informal); Nov. ‘ 
Shoal Creek Co vs T St L & Ww; {2warded St. Bernard Mining Co vs L & N,|_ 21, p 45. Ut 
$9.52 (Informal); Jan. 4, p awarded $42.99 (informal) : Aug. 15, p Texas. Star Flour Mills vs Gulf, Colo & 
Shropshire, Wilson L., et al oat PER 46. S F. awarded $62 (Informal); March 28, Ve 
awarded $133.68 (Informal); Feb. 1, p|Stetson, Cutler & Co vs Bangor & A, p 79. 
56. . Me Cent, B & M and B & A. awarded |Thompson, C. W. vs MK & T Ry of ‘Ve 
Sigma Lumber Co vs Cent of Ga. awarded $7.53 (Informal); May 30, p 48. Tex, CRI & P and C RI & G, 
$11.70 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 10. ae = itn Pig —- $ ae'an a $43.96 (Informal); Oct: 17, _ 
Sim vs St L , awarde fs n- 4 
$5.80 ‘infeomane Mat oa oe formal); Oct. 31, p 45. Thompson & Tucker Lumber Co vs Tex Vv 
Si M . , Stewart & Booth Timber Co vs St & N O, awarded $13.66 (Informal); July 
nger anussoturing Co vs Sou IM & _ awarded $45.48 nforesaly; 18, p 40. ; 
Agente $ S Line, awarded $123.51 nce Jan. 4, iL. Thompson & Tucker Lumber Co vs Tex i y 
ormal); May 30, p 48. Stewart, J. E.. Produce Co vs. M K & a awarded $4.54 (Informal); May | 
Sleepy Eye Milling Co et al vs Anchor| TT, awarded $58.19 (informal); Jan. 18, 30, 
Line, awarded $6.66 (Informal); May 9,| —p 63. Thorn’ Cement Co vs L V, awarded $37.62 v 
Stewart, J. E.. Produce Co vs C & N W,| (Informal); May 9, p 55 





p 54. ‘ 
Sleepy Eye Milling Co et al vs Anchor! awarded $4.50 (Informal); Dec. 12, p 43. ° Tiffany Enameled Brick Co vs C& BI, 








































403.30 


, lowa 
$93.97 


$13.57 
rarded 


S Ff, 
t. 17, 


vs Gt 
; Feb. 


[K& 
(In- 


s Wa- 
; July 


s Wa- 
; July 


Co vs 
'; Feb. 


+ BS 
in. 11, 
& SI, 
2b. 29, 


Co vs 
rmal); 


st L 
; Nov. 


Solo & 
rch 28, 


Ry of 
& G, 
t. 17, 


7s Tex 
); July 


vs Tex 
); May 


| $37.62 
& BI, 


59. 
-peana- -Mississippi Grain Co vs C St P uM $8.87 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 12. 
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awarded $38.23 (Informal); June 20,| Vernon Cantaloupe Growers & Shippers’ | Wiest, Adam, Cotton Co vs CB & Q and 


p 69. Assn vs Wells Fargo & Co Express, the C & A, awarded $280.12 (Informal); 
Tippy, M. W., & Co vs C RI & P, awarded $357.55 (Informal); Jan. 4, p Sept. 19, p 47. 
—e $43.95 (Informal); July 4,| 10. Wilhoit, E. M. vs M K & T, awarded 


geste’ Meaie . Syreg.. Ge ve Gk ©. Mey fae pee ey 
awarded $124.44 (Informal); July % ea awarded $9.60 (Informal); Dec. 12, 
Townsend, H. . vs NY NH & H, Volkmer Lumber Co vs - Pac, awarded 
~~. “se ‘dnformal) ; en ee votes Lanier. ore a Mo Baa awarded 


$9.60 *(Informal) ; Jan, 25, p 61. 
Williams, John T., & Son vs Norf & 
West and P C C & St L, awarded 
$25.45 (Informal); July 18, p 40. 
Williams, J P., Co vs L & N, awarded 
$146.58 (Informal); July 4, p 42. 
Williams, N. L. vs A T & S F, awarded 
$25.41 (Informal); Feb. 15, p 58. 
Williams & Rehling vs Old Dominion $ 8 
a $4.90 (Informal); Feb. 29, 


p 54. 

Williamantic Mills vs B & M and N Y¥ 
N H & H, awarded $65.92 (Informal); 
Oct. 31, p 45. 

Willow River Lumber Co vs C St PM & 
Sa $16.45 (Informal); Jan. 18, 


p b 

Wilson, Robert S. vs CRI & P, awarded 
$5.97 (Informal); May 30, p 48. 

Wilson-Popham Cattle Co vs Eastern Ry 
of N M, Pecos & Nor Tex and Sou Kan 
Ry of Tex, awarded $95 (Informal); 
Oct. 31. p 46. 

Wilson-Popham Cattle Co vs Sou Kan Ry 
= be awarded $80.11 (Informal); Jan. 

» Pp ov. 

Wilson-Popham Cattle Co vs Pecos Val- 

ee $41.80 (Informal); Feb. 8, 


p . 

Wind River Lumber Co vs O R & N, 
gwaraed $105.93 (Informal); Oct. 3, 
p ht 

Windsor Milling & Elevator Co vs Colo & 
Sou, Ft Worth & DC, H & TC, Tex & 
NO and M Ia & Tex RR & $8 Co, 
awarded $126.60 (Informal); Oct. 3, p 42° 

Windsor Milling & Elevator Co, The vs 
Colo & Sou, Ft Worth & DC, H&T 
Cent, Tex & N O and M La & Tex 
RR & S S Co, awarded $123.32 (In- 
formal; A‘ug. 22, p 43. 


Winnsboro Granite Corporation vs Sou 
Ry, awarded $311.82 (Informal); Jan 4, 


& O, awarded $11.75 (Informal) Jan. 4,| Wabash. Portland Cement Co vs Wabash 
p 11. awarded $708 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 10. 
Tremont Lumber Co vs C RI & P,| Wabash Screen Door Co vs St L & S F 
awarded $18.80 (Informal); Oct. 31, — $36.77 (Informal); June 27, 
45. p 
Trinity Lumber Co vs Gulf Colo & S F,| Waggoner-Gates Milling Co vs St L & 
awarded $27.84 (Informal); May 2, Ss Fe. awarded $14.71 (Informal); Feb. 1, 
73. p 
Trinity River Lumber Co vs Gulf Colo &| Walla Walla Produce Co vs Nor Pac, 
S F, awarded $38.17 (Informal); Aug. =" $61.69 (Informal); Sept. 19, 
22, 43, c 
Tully, W. A., Grain Co vs M K & T Warfield Electric Co vs Gt Nor, awarded 
and H G & S A, awarded $85.93 $41.67 (Informal); May 23, p 61. 
(informal); May 23, p 62. Warren-Ehret Co vs:P & R, awarded 
Tully, W. A., 9 ‘Co account of Sam $42.56 (Informal); June 20, p 69. 
Johnson vs MK&T and G H & S A,| Washburn-Crosby Co vs G StPM & O, 
awarded $27.46 (Informal); May 23, p a $7.35 (informal); Oct. 10, 
62 
a Cotton & Oil Co vs M La & 
Tex R R & SS Co, awarded $661.26 
(Informal); March 28, p _ 
Wasmer Fruit Co vs C B & Q, awarded 
$43.20 (Informal); June 6, p 53. 
Waters-Pierce Oil Co vs St L & S RB, 
eg $65.42 (Informal); Nov. 21, 
45. 


Watnon Co., H. vs L S & M §, 

awarded $334. 90 Fa: April 4, 
19. 

Wateon Co., H. F. vs N Y C & St L, 

ig ‘$10. 88 (Informal); May 16, 
60. 

Webber- Ayers Hardware Co vs Sou Ry, 
awarded $9.03 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 8. 

Weber-Russell Canning Co vs Nor Pac 
and Wis Cent, awarded $152.60 (In- 
formal); May 9, p 55. 

Webster Mfg Co vs C St P M&O, M 
St P & SSM, Can Pac and Bellingham 
Bay & BC, awarded $172.50 (Informal); 
Nov. 21, p 465. 

Weeter Lumber Co vs O S L, awarded 
$10.20 (Informal); Feb. 29, p 54. 

Weil Bros. & Cows PCG & St L and 
Cc A & C and P, awarded $16. 90 (In- 
formal); Oct. 3, p 42. 

Weiser, Idaho, Ctiy of, vs O S L, award- 
ed $130.10 (Informal); March 14, p 57. 
Western Electric Co vs St L S W, 
awarded $5.32 (Informal); Feb. 29, p 53 
Western Chemical Mfg. Co vs D & RG, 
Colo Mid and Colo & Sou, awarded 

$113.28 (Informal); June 20, p 69. 

Western Chemical Mfg. Co, The, vs D & 
R G, Colo Mid and Colo & Sou, awarded 
$46. 30 (Informal); June 13, p 80. 

Western Meat Co vs Sou Pac, awarded 
$8,783.80 (Informal); May 30, p 48. 

Western Meat Co vs Sou PAC, awarded 
$261.20 (Informal); Feb. 22, 9. 

Western Produce Co vs Atlanta Pe St An- 
drews Bay, awarded $109.21 (Informal); 
Jan. 18, p 63. 

Western Tie & Lumber Co vs Mo Pac, 
— $16.13 (Informal); Jan. 4, 
p 12. 

Western Union Telegraph Co vs Ill Cent, 
awarded $15 (Informal); May 9, p 54. 
Weston Dodson & Co, Ine vs P RR and 
C RR of N J, awarded $15.68 (In- 

formal); July 25, p 46. 

West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co vs B & 

O, awarded $145.13 (informal); April 18, 


Weyer. W. S. vs Mo Pac. awarded $123.60 
(Informal); Jan. 4, p 10. 

Whaley & Rivers vs A C L, awarded 
$67.59 (Informal); May 23, p 62. 

Whaley & Rivers vs A C L, awarded 

-. $3.70 (Informal); July 18, p 40. 

Wheeler Lumber & Bridge Supply Co vs 
St L & S F, awarded $31.24 (Informal); 
Oct. 17, p 46. 

Wheeler, W. W., Lumber & Bridge Sup- 
ply Co vs St L& S at awarded $1.95 
(Informal); June 6, 53. 

Wheeler, W. W.. Lanter & Bridge Sup- 
ply Co vs C RI& P, awarded $16.20 
Informal); June 13, p 80. 

Whiteside, Robert B. vs Nor Pac and 
Wis Cent, awarded $20.36 (Informal); 
June 13, p 80. 

White Sulphur umber: Co vs La & Ark, 
awarded $50.20 (Informal); Feb: 22. 





















Turner, B. F. et al vs Atlantic City R R, 

awarded $664.46 (Informal); July 18; 
p 40. 

wirner, M. W. vs Gt Nor and CB & Q, 
awarded $2.17 (Informal); Oct. 3, p 42. 

Twin Buttes Mining & Smelting Co vs 
Sou Pac, awarded $415.61 (Informal) 
May 23, p 62. 

Tyson; Edwin C. vs P R R, awarded 
37. 50 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 45. 

Tyson & Jones Buggy Co vs Sou Ry 
and Aberdeen & Asheboro, awarded 
$2.64 (Informal); March 7, p 64. 

Uhrich Planing Mill Co vs C RI & P, 
awarded $6 (Informal); Oct. 17, p . 

Ullman, Joseph, vs C StPM & 0,C & 
N W and Pere M, awarded $23. 03 (In- 
formal); Dec. 12, p 42. 

Ulimann, Joseph, vs € St P M & O, 
awarded $26.11 (Informal); May 30, p 


47. 

Union Meat CovsOR& Nandos L 
awarded $61 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 

Union Meat Co vs Nor Pac, awarded $190 
(Informal); July 25, p 46.. 

Union Stock Yard & Transit Co vs M C, 
_— $63.74 (Informal); March 14, p 


p 9% 

Wisconsin Granite Co vs Wis Cent and 
C C & L, awarded $93.10 (Informal); 
June 20, p 69. 

Wisner & Co vs C RI & P, awarded 
15.46 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 45. 

Wolf, W., & Sons vs N Y N H & H, 
awarded $4 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 8. 
Wood, R E, Lumber Co vs Va & S W, 

pet $10.04 (Informal); Feb. 15, 

Union Sulphur Co vs B & O, awarded . 
$100.80 (Informal); April 18, p 78. 

Universal Portland Cement Co vs Sou 
we $691.94 (Informal); Feb. 

United States Bottlers’ Supply Co vs 
Mich Cent, awarded $11.28 (Informal); 
April 11, p 59. 

U S Cast Iron Pipe & Foundry Co vs|. 
C&N W, awarded $245.35 (Informal); 
Feb. 22, p 59. 

United States Gypsum Co vs Mo Pac, 
awarded $24 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 8. 
U S Leather Co vs L '& N, awarded 

$2,988.51 (Informal); May 2, p 73. 

U S Leather Co vs Nort & West, award- 
ed $246.59 (Informal); June 20, p 68. 

United Verde & Pac vs P&R,LV,LS 
& M S and A T & S F, awarded 
$1,369.72 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 465. 


p 

Wood, C., Lumber Co vs Gulf & SI, 
awarded $10. 20 (Informal); Jan. 11, 

Woodruft- Kroy vs C RI & P, Detroit & 
M, Pere M and Mich Cent, awarded 
$16. 54 (Informal); Aug. 15, p 46. 

Woodruff-Kroy Co vs St L&s BKB 
awarded $9.34 (Informal); Dec. 12, p 43. 

Woodward, C. F., & Co et al vs N Y C& 

H R, awarded $1,258.99 Gintusenaty: 
Jan. 4, p 10. 

Worcester, Cc. H., Co vs Wis & Mich, 
awarded $3.20 (informal); May 9, p 54. 

Worcester, C. H., Co vs Wis & Mich, 
awarded $10.50 (Informal); June 13, 
Pp 

Yoakum, E. vs Santa Fe — awarded 
$6.90 (Informal) ; Feb. 29, 4, 

Yost & Andes vs Vandalia, awarded 
$2.88 (Informal); Oct 31, p 46. 

Young, —& H. vs M K é Tr and Okla 
a awarded $104 (Informal); Oct. 3, 


Teena. E. H. vs Okla Cent and M K & 
T, en $36.40 (Informal); June 6, 
Younes: John R., Co vs Sou Ry, awarded 
$63.78 (Informal); Oct. 31, p 46. 
Zang, Ph., Brewing Co vs C B & Q, 
awarded $5.75 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 9. 
Zeigler Coal Co vs Minn & St L, awarded 
$106.18 (Informal); Feb. 8, p 51. 
Zeigler District Colliery Co vs CB & Q, 
a $6.66 (Informal); March 14, 


J, DL & W, Grand Trunk and A T 
& S F, ae $1,109.34 (Informal); 
Aug. 15, p 45. 
Updike Grain Co vs Mo Pac, awarded 
$146.67 (Informal); March 14, p 58. 
Upham & Agler vs Ill Cent, awarded 
$51.76 (Informal); May 16, p 61. 
Upstill, E. A., & Co vs B & O, awarded 
$554.94 (informal) ; Feb. 8, p 51. 
Uptegrove, Wm. & Bro. vsNO&N 
ae Sit 58 (Informal); May 23, 


Urich, Mrs. J. H., vs Cornwall & L, 
awarded $21.60 (Informal); Feb. 8, p 51. 

Utah Fuel Co vs D & R G, awarded 
$263.49 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 9. 

Utah Junk Co vs San P Los A & S L, 
awarded $435 (Informal); May 23, p 61. 

Valk, A.. vs OR & N, awarded $70 (In- 
formal): June 20, p 69. 

Valley Construction & Mfg Co vs Eastern 
Ry of N M, awarded $52 (Informal); 

. Jan. 4, p 11. 

Valley Lumber Co vs St L S W, awarded 
$32.88 eee) Feb. 29, Pp 53. 

Van Etten, G. Co vs St LIM & §, 
_—- $81. BL ’ (Informal); Oct. 17, p 


58. 
zenith Cedar Co vs Nor Pac and CB & 
Q, ee $14.40 (Informal); June 18, 
p 80. 


REPORTS 
Carriers: Monthly reports -of revenues 
and expenses furnished to Commis- 


sion be must in duplicate; Bul 1-30; 
Feb. 15, p 59. 


RETURNED SHIPMENTS. See “Ship- 


ee, ESP eset el sae Fee Ee aicies th se We web cee 
e awar nforma ug. e, arner Co vs 
15, p 47. . . awarded $60 (Informal); Jan. 4, p 13: | REVENUES 


Through Routes: Held that a carrier 
is not justified in refusing traffic 


Vensel Brothers vs Sou Ry and P R R, 


Whitney & CovsA T&S F, awarded 
awarded $8.54 (Informal); Oct. 3, p 42. a 


11.11 (Informal); Feb. 15, p 57 
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from points on other lines on the 
ground that such traffic would dis- 
place in the markets traffic from 
points on its own lines and thus ad- 
versely affect its revenues; Star 
Grain & Lumber Co et alvs AT & 
S F et al; July 25, p 65. 

Reduction of: Not material considera- 
tion in question of establishing joint 
rates and through routes; Cardiff 
Lao vs CM & St P et al; May 2, 
Dp : 


‘ 
REWEIGHING. See ‘‘Weighing.”’ 


RICE 
Lincoln, Neb., from Southwestern 
Points: Held that rates should not 


be higher than to Omaha; Lincoln 
— + ae vs CRI & P et al; April 
» Dp 4. 

Texas and Louisiana Points to An- 
thony, Kan.: Held that differential 
of 6c against Anthony as compared 
with Wichita, Hutchinson, Winfield 
and Arkansas City, Kan., is not just 
and should not exceed Be; Anthony 
Wholesale Grocery Co vs AT & SF 
et al; June 13, p 19. 


: x 
ROOSEVELT, THEODORE, President of | ROUTING. See also ‘“Misrouting.” 


the United States. 

Message Recommendations concerning 
railroad legislation; Dec. 12, p 55. 
Message: Inland waterways commis- 
sion report transmitted in a message 

to Congress; Feb. 29, P 10. 

Message: Recommendations relative to 
railroad legislation in message to 
Congress; Feb. 8, p 1. 

Utterances: Addresses Interstate Com- 
merce Commission on proposed re- 
duction of railroad employes’ wages; 
Feb. 22, p 60. A 


ROSE, DONALD 
Appointment: Is appointed assistant to 
president of Ill Cent; Dec. 12, p 52. 


ROUND-TRIP TICKETS. See ‘“Passen- 
ger Fares, Etc.” 


’ 
ROUTES, THROUGH, PRINCIPLES 
GOVERNING { 

The purpose of the clause (i. e., Sec- 
tion 15 of Act to Regulate Commerce) 
was to afford relief to shipping com- 
munities and not to aid carriers to 
acquire strategic advantages in their 
contests with one another; Chicago & 
Milw Electric vs Ill Cent et al; Jan. 


4, p 1. 

Application: Must not apply unless 
there is actually a through move- 
ment; Laning-Harris Coal & Grain 
Co vs Mo Pac et al; March 21, p 2. 

Competition: Held that a carrier is 
not justified in refusing traffic from 
points on other lines on the ground 
that such traffic would displace in 
the market traffic from points on its 
own lines and thus adversely affect 


its revenue; Star Grain Lumber 
Co et alvs A T & S F et al; July 
25, p 65. 

Points Entitled to: Small centers 


where general merchandising is done 

and products of countryside are con- 

centrated for shipment and commodi- 

ties are brought in to supply local 

needs are entitled to through routes 
and joint rates; March 28, p 3. 

Refusal to Establish: Carrier violates 
Act to Regulate Commerce when rt 
refuses to establish and maintain just 
and reasonable through routes; Pac 
Coast Lumber Mfrs’ Assn vs Nor 
Pac et al; June 27, p 18. 

Satisfactory: Distance is an important 
element in determining whether a 
route is satisfactory; a circuitous 
route, involving a longer haul and 
therefore greater delay, would not 
be, ordinarily, as- desirable as a 
direct route; Pac Coast Lumber Mfrs‘ 
Assn vs Nor Pac et al; June 27, p 18. 

Unreasonable Routes: Much longer 
and indirect route is not a reason- 
able route, even though rate via 
longer route may be lower; Bul 2-92. 


ROUTES, THROUGH, SPECIFIC 


Lumber: Cabereinta Portland, Ore., for 
fir and spruce lumber, shingles, cedar 
lumber and long timbers requiring 
two or more_ cars, including . with 
each commodity products grouped 
therewith in Trans-Cont Frt Bureau 
Tariff ICC No 564 and supplements 
thereto, viz., from all points in Wash- 
ington on the Nor Pac as far north 
as Seattle and not east of Palmer, 
Wash., Teattie bh points south and 
east of Seattle having rail ‘connec- 


tion with Seattle only by junction 
points north of Seattle to Salt Lake 
and Ogden, Utah, and their rate 
points in Utah, on forest products 
from Portland, Ore.; Pac Coast 
Lumber Mfrs’ Assn et al vs Nor Pac 
et al; Sept. 12, p 45. 

Lumber and Shingles: Petition for 
through routes and joint rates via 
Portland, Ore., from western Wash- 
ington to certain eastern points over 
Nor Pac, Gt Nor and Union Pac sys- 
tem dismissed; Pac Coast Lumber 
Mfrs’ Assn et al vs Nor Pac et al; 
Sept. 12, p 45. 

Portland, Ore., to Colorado and East- 
ern Points: Held that as satisfac- 
tory through routes exist via Gt Nor 
and Nor Pac to these points, Com- 
mission cannot order establishment of 
through routes via Union Pac; Pac 
Coast Lumber Mfrs’ Assn vs Nor Pac 
et al; June 27, p_ 18. 

Portland, Ore., to Utah Points: Held 
that Nor Pac and Gt Nor should es- 
tablish through routes via Union Pac 
to certain points in Utah; Pac Coast 
Lumber Mfrs’ Assn vs Nor Pac et al; 
June 27, p 18. 


Arkansas: Case involving “inter” and 
“intra’’ state routing, in which it 
was alleged that intrastate were 
made interstate shipments, appealed 
by prays to Supreme court; Oct. 24, 


p 

Conditions: Responsibility and liability 
of both carrier and shipper in matter 
of routing shipments fully outlinea; 
15A-R70. 

Proposed Law: Shippers favor amend- 
mend to Hepburn Act, giving ship- 
per control of intermediate routing; 
Dec. 12, Pp 58. 

Right of Shipper to Control: National 
Industrial Traffic League reports on; 
Oct. 10, p 57. 

Shipper’s Responsibility: Held that 
where shipper gives routing instruc- 
tions and goods move by a more ex- 
pensive route, shipper is at fault and 
no reparation can be awarded; Hollis 

ae & Sons vs C & N W; March 
, p » 

Shipper’s Responsibility: Held that 
when shipper orders routing he is 
unable to collect overcharge, at- 
though there was a lower rate via 
another route; Larsen Cannin Co 
vs C & N W et al; April 11, p 2. 


SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT 


Courts: Test case in federal court at 
Springfield, Ill.; Jan. 11, p 13. 

Handholds: Law does not make dis- 
tinction between passenger an& 
freight cars, and coaches and ca- 
booses must be provided with hand- 
holds; Bul 2-67; June 20, p 1. 

Violations of: Attorney-general in- 
structs suits to be started against 
22 carriers; Nov. 7, p 58. 


SALT 


Lincoln, Neb., from Southwestern 
Points: Held that rates should not 
be higher than to Omaha; Lincoln 
. - vs CRI &P et al; April 

» P 4 


SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 


Freight bureau organization discussed; 
Jan, 25, p 52. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 

Switching: Charges proposed by South- 
ern Pacific and Santa Fe meet with 
opposition; Aug. 22, p 49. 

Traffic bureau organized at San Fran- 
cisco; Feb. 8, p 3. . 


SASH AND DOORS. 
Forest Products.” 


SERVANTS 


Free Transportation: Commission holds 
that household servant, when, travel- 
ing with member of f entitled 
to pass, is included within’ the term 
“family,” as used in the Act (this 
reverses former rulings); Bul 2-93. 


SHIPMENTS, ASTRAY 

Demurrage: Demurrage charges on 
astray shipment may be treated as 
transportation charges and adjusted 
under Rule 74 of Tariff Circular 15A; 
Bul 1-31; Feb..15, p 59. 

Return of: Carriers may return such 
astray shipments to their proper des- 


See “Lumber and 







tination or course without assessment 
of additional charges, and may ar. 
range for such movement of such 
astray shipments for each other on 
mutually acceptable terms without 
necessity of publishing, posting ang 
filing tariff under which it will be 
done; 15A-R74. 


SHIPMENTS, “BULK” 


Cost of Carrying: Held that the cost 
of carrying a ‘“‘bulked’”’ shipment is 
not greater than the cost of carry- 
ing the same amount of freight a 
the instance of an individual owner; 
the charge must, therefore, be the 
same in each case; California Com- 
mercial Assn vs Wells, Fargo & Co; 
Aug. 1, p 57. 

Ownership of Property: Cannot be made 
a test as to the applicability of a 
earrier’s rates; California Commer- 
cial Assn vs Wells, Fargo & Co; Aug, 
by @ Ole 

Rules: Express rule against bulk ship- 
ments intended to be distributed by 
oa held illegal; California Com- 
mercial Assn vs Wells, Fargo & Co.; 
Aug. 1, p 57. 


SHIPMENTS, DAMAGED 


Disposition of: Shipment left on hands 
of carrier may be transported to that 
point on carrier’s line which affords 
best opportunity to dispose of it, just 
ae - hauls property of its own; 15A- 


Returned Free: Commission holds that 
carrier may return to point of origin 
or carry to convenient point upon its 
own line shipments which have been 
damaged in transit or refused by con- 
signee; 15A-R78. 


SHIPMENTS, REFUSED 


Movement of: , Carrier may return to 
point of origin or to point where it 
can best dispose thereof refused ship- 
ments, just as it transports its own 
property; 15A-R78. 


SHIPMENTS, RETURNED 


Rates Applicable on: Reparation 
awarded on shipments returned to 
branch house at full rates, when tar- 
iff provided for half rates on ship- 
ments returned to point of origin, 
branch house being intermediate to 
shipping point and point of origin; 
Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co vs 
CRI & P; Feb. 22, pl. 


Rates on: Shipment of mining ma- 
chinery, returned for repairs. moved 
over another route than original ship- 
ment, although part of the route was 
the same; Commission held that 
movement must be treated as a unit 
and regular tariff rate on entire 
movement must be applied; Bul 1-42; 
March 21, p 1. 


Rules in Tariffs: Rules governing re- 
turn of pirionnets refused by con- 
signees or maged in transit must 
be in tariffs and must be_ applied 
without discrimination, and _ shoulé 


ments applies only via route or line 
ner which shipment moved; 15A- 
R78. 


SHIPPERS 


Aid to Avoid Errors: It is suggested 
that shippers can assist in avoiding 
mistakes and misunderstandings by 
calling attention to rate that should 
apply in such cases as come under 
this rule by indicating it on shipping 
bill in connection with routing in- 
structions; for instance, ‘Rate on 
Milwaukee;”’ this, however, is merely 
a suggestion, and does not relieve 
the agents of carriers from the re- 
sponsibility of quoting and applying 
the correct lawful rate; 15A-R72. 


Responsibility: Shipper must bear in 
-mind that there is a limit beyond 
which agent of carrier could not rea- 
sonably be expected to know as to 
terminal delivery or local rates at 
distant points and on lines of distant 
roads to or with which he has no 
specific joint through rates; consign- 
ors and consignees should cooperate 
with agents of carriers in avoi 
misunderstandings and errors in rout- 
ing and must expect to bear some 
ny in connection therewith; 


provide that rule for return of ship-° 
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SIOUX CITY, IA. 

Class Rates from Atlantic Seaboard 
Territory: Held that proportional 
rates between Mississippi River 
crossings, East Burlington to East 
Dubuque, Iill., inclusive, and Sioux 
City, Ia., and rate points, should not 
exceed the following: First class, 61c; 
second class, 38c; third class, 30c; 
fourth class, 23c; fifth class, 19c; 
Burnham, Hanna, Munger Dry Goods 
Co et al vs C RI & P et al; July 
18, p 41. 


SOCIETY 
Refunds: Carriers are not permitted 
to refund to any association, com- 
mittee or person any part of the 
charges collected by them as a condi- 
tion of the sale of transportation; 
15A-R82. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 

Class Rates: Hearing held before state 
board on proposed reduction of intra- 
state rates on Classes B, C, D and 
F; Sept. 19, p 47. 

Class Rates: State board hears peti- 
tion of Columbia Chamber of Com- 
merce, asking revision in intrastdte 
class rates; Sept. 12, p 50. 

Legislation: Railroad bill defeated by 
state Senate; Feb. 22, p 59. 


SOUTH DAKOTA 

Commission: State board holds session, 
at which several minor matters are 
considered; June 6, p 8. 

Courts: State commission restrained 
from putting 2%-cent passenger 
schedule in force; Jan. 11, p 11. 

Milk and Cream Rates: 
entertains complaints alleging excess- 
ive rates in northern part of state, 
but postpones hearing; May 9, p 11. 

Milling in Transit: State millers peti- 
tion South Dakota board for milling- 
in-transit rate on wheat; Dec. 5, p 
66. 

Passenger Fare Hearing: Hearing to 
make permanent injunction against 
2%4-cent passenger law opens; Dec. 
12, p 60. 

Passenger Fares: Assistant Attorney- 
General Dougherty files answer to 
complaints of carriers in re 2%4-cent 
fare order; Margh 7, p 5. 

Physical Valuation of Roads: Commis- 
sion begins valuation; Aug. 22, p 53. 

Rates: Maximum rate schedule taken 
up by commission; March 7, p 7. 

Rates: State board adopts schedule 
of rates for portion of state west of 
Missouri River; April 18, p 80. 

Reports: State commission files eigh- 
teenth annual report; Jan. 4, p 15. 


SOUTHEASTERN RATE CASE 


Complaint: Petition of Chicago Assn 
of Commerce in full; Nov. 14, p 42. 


SOUTHERN INDIANA RY 


Courts: Receiver for appointed by 
U. S. Circuit court, Judge Kohlsaat, 
at Chicago; Aug. 22, p 45. 

Traffic department separated from that 
of the Chicago Southern; receiver 
sends out notice of separation of 
traffic departments of two _ roads, 
headquarters of Southern Indiana be- 
ing removed to Terre Haute, Ind., 
with H. P. Radley in charge as gen- 
eral freight and passenger agent; 
Oct. 31, p 61. 


SOUTHWESTERN RATE CASE 


Complaint, Text of: Filed with Inter- 
state Commerce Commission by Texas 
railroad commission; Sept. 26, p 46. 


SOUTHWESTERN TRAVELING 


FREIGHT AGENTS’ ASSN 
Election of officers; Nov. 14, p 51. 


STANDARD OIL CO 


Courts: U. SS. Circuit of Appeals, 
Judge Grosscup, reverses Judge Lan- 
dis in rebating case; decision in full; 
July 25, p 71. 

Courts: Federal authorities plan to 
contest decision of Judge Grosscup 
reversing Judge Landis; Aug. 1, p 46. 


STATION LIST 
Le 


land, F. A.: Issues “Official List of 
nm and Prepay Stations,” review 
of; Nov. 7, p 57. 


STATISTICS 


Canada: Crop returns for 1908; gorwe- 
ment estimate of; Oct. 31, p 55. 


State board 
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Canals: October report for traffic 

ee Portage Lake gateway; Nov. 
, p . 

Canals: Pennsylvania: List of com- 
panies incorporated in state, as re- 
vealed by investigation; May 2, p 29. 

Canals: Report shows that traffic on 
Erie Canal for season is extremely 
light; June 20, p 71. 

Canals: Report of “Soo” canals for 


wr shows big gain; Nov. 21, p- 


Canals: New York canals show a de- 
crease of 356,037 tons in shipments 
made during season; Dec, 26, p 45. 

Coal: New York Central lines break 
coal traffic records; Aug. 22, p 45. 

Commerce: Government reports’ show 
ae for January, 1908; March 7, 


p 4. 
Cotton Traffic: Reports from’ Dallas, 
a show big increase; Dec. 12, p 


Court: Department of justice gives out 
summary of cases, civil and criminal, 
instituted by the U. S. under Sher- 
man Anti-Trust Law and Interstate 
Commerce Act, from 1889 to date; 
Oct. 3, p 52. 


Demurrage: Summary of October re- 
port of Pacific car service bureau; 
Dec. 12, p 65. 

Demurrage: Reports for first nine 
months of 1908, as compared with 
same period in 1907, shows improve- 
ment; Dec. 12, p 65. 

Demurrage: Totals for August of cars 
handled by Lake Superior Car Serv- 
ice Assn; Oct. 17, p 59. 

Demurrage (Pittsburg District): Month- 
ly reports show improved conditions; 
Nov. 14, p 50. 

Demurrage: Lake Superior Car Serv- 
ice Assn, summary of August report; 
Oct. 17, p 59. 

Demurrage: Digest of Virginia car 
bureau reports; Oct. 3, p 53. 

Fruit: Georgia shipments for first half 
of season reported in excess of pre- 
eer year’s total business; July 11, 
p 77. 

Lake Commerce: Analysis of lake 
commerce during 1907 shows 10 per 
cent gain; statistic from government 
repert; Feb. 15, p 5. 

Peaches: Southern Ry statement of 
ears handled, 1898-1908, shows in- 
crease; Aug. 1, p 75. 


Railroad (Western): Progress of west 
reflected in tonnage increases on 
western lines; Nov. 14, p 52. 

Railroad: Union Pacific gross earnings 
for September break all previous rec- 
ords; Nov. 7, p 55. 

Railroad: Slason Thompson prepares 
comparative tables, showing decrease 
in earnings for 1908; Nov. 14, p 49. 

Railroad: Reports for fourth week in 
September show increase in earnings; 
Oct. 17, p 64. 

Railroad: New York Central lines’ re- 
port for July, August and September 
shows great improvement; Nov. 7, 


58 

Rajlroid: CM & St P report for 1908 
shows traffic decline; digest of re- 
port; Sept. 12, p 48. 

Railroad: Gross earnings for second 
week in October; Oct. 31, p 60. 

Railroad: Gross earnings of twenty- 
five roads for the third week in Octo- 
ber show a decrease of 3.59 per cent 
from 1907- figures for the same week; 
Nov. 7, ty 

Railroad: Pennsylvania road _ report 
for August shows increase in traffic; 
Sept. 12, B 45. 

Railroad: oal rates per ton-mile on 
Lehigh Valley and Philadelphia & 
Reading roads are reported to aver- 
age high; Oct. 17, p 65. 

Railroad: Australian vs American; 
Slason Thompson prepares figures 
showing that American rates are 
lower than Australian; Oct. 17, p 57. 

a xe Statistics for 1907; Aug. 22, 
p 52. 


Southern Freight: October tonnage 
statement for Charleston, S. C., shows 
increase; Nov. 14, p 47. 

Tennessee: Increase in freight traffic 
reported; Jan. 4, p 15. . 

Waterways: Average cost of freight 
transportation, with particular refer- 
ence to influence of water competi- 
tion on rail rates; Dec. 12, p 65. 


STEAM POWER 
Tariffs: Tariffs limiting application to 


shipment handled by steam power 
are unlawful; Bul 1-2. 


cen. N. A., Attorney for Inter & 


Texas: Issues booklet on passenger 
fare situation in Texas; June 20, p 


ST. JOSEPH, MO. 

Class Rates from Atlantic Seaboard 
Territory: Held that proportional 
rates from Mississippi River cross- 
ings, East St. Louis to East Du- 
buque, Ill., inclusive, should not ex- 
ceed the’ following: First class, 51c; 
second class, 38c; third class, 30c; 
fourth class, '23c; fifth class, 19c; 
Burnham, Hanna, Munger-Dry Goods 
an alvs CRI & P et al; July 18, 
Pp 


. 


ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Class Rates to Pecos, Tex., as Com- 
pared with Rates to El Paso, Tex.: 
Held not unduly prejudical to Pecos; 
Pecos Mercantile Co vs AT& SF 
et al; March 21, p 23. 


STOCK CATTLE. See “Live Stock.” 


STOCKHOLDER 


Merger: Held that investigation of 
merger of two roads at instigation 
of stockholder in one was not mat- 
ter of public interest or proper dis- 
charge of official duties of Interstate 
Commerce Commission; Manning vs 
C & A etal; Feb. 22, p 5. 


STOCK OWNERSHIP 


. Carriers: "Where stock in one carrier 
company is owned by another carrier 
company, but both maintain separate 
organization and report separately to 
Commission, they may not lawfully 
carry property free for each other; 
15A-R73; Bul 1-9. 


STOCKS, REGULATION OF 


Dolliver, Senator from Iowa, introduces 
bill in Congress giving Interstate 
Commerce Commission control of 
stock issues by carriers, telegraph 
and telephone companies doing inter- 
state business; Dec. 12, p 60. 


STONE 


Granite: Minimum weight for standard 
cars, 36 ft. in length and upward, 
36,000 pounds; upon cars of less size, 
fixed at 30,000 pounds; Tayntor vs 
Montpelier & W R et al; July 11, p 
75; Jones Bros Co vs Montpelier & 
W R et al (six cases); July 11, p 76- 
77; Lazarri & Barton Co vs Mont- 
pelier & W R et al; July 11, p 77; 
Jones Bros Co vs Cent Vt et al; July 
18, p 88. 

Limestone, Bunker Hill, W. Va., to 
Ohio and Pennsylvania Points: Held 
that rates on furnace, limestone and 
low silica limestone per gross ton 
from Bunker Hill, W. Va., to Canton 
and Cleveland, O., should not exceed 
$1.45; to Girard, Haselton, Niles, 
Steubenville and Youngstown, O., and 
New Castle and Sharon, Pa., $1.30; 
Baker vs Cumb V et al; Dec. 12, p 47. 

Paving Blocks: Heia that ‘marked 
capacity of car’ rule in tariff not un- 
reasonable; Georgia Rough & Cut 
Stone Co vs Ga R R et al; April 


» p is. 

Weighing: Held that carrier should 
desist from showing weights upon 
waybills of carloads of stone until 
same shall have been determined by 
weighing or from computation on 
cubic contents; Romona Oolitic Stone 
Co vs CI & L; June 13, p 27. 

Weights: Billing at marked Capenity 
of cars from nonscale points held un- 
reasonable; Romona Oolitic Stone Co 
vs Vandalia R R; Feb. 15, p 1. 


STORAGE 


Accident: Storage charges accruing on 
trunk while passenger injured in 
wreck is held in hospital may be re- 
funded; Bul 1-61; May 2, 1, 

Duluth, Minn.: Complaint of Commer- 
cial Club of Duluth vs Nor Pac et 
al against free storage at Duluth dis- 

’ missed by Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; April 11, p 1. 

Free: Commission expresses disap- 
proval of granting storage free at 

one point for special industry, either 
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in its own or carriers’ warehouses; 
Bul 1-5. 

Georgia: Commission adopts rule gov- 
erning storage; Jan. 25, p 6. 

Grain at West Fairport, O.: Held that 
assessment of storage and insurance 
charges on specified shipment of rye 
was unlawful; England vs B & QO; 
June 13. p 10. 

Grain: Facilities for storing held not 
a carrier’s duty by Illinois Supreme 
court; Feb. 29, p 5. 

Packing House Products: Storage and 
reconsigning privileges at Buffalo, N. 
Y., giving shipper nine months’ stor- 
age and privilege of shipping out be- 
fore expiration of that time at 
through rates, given by carriers; Oct. 
10, p 66. 

Transit, Substituting Tonnage: It is 
unlawful to substitute at transit 
point, or forward under transit rate, 
tonnage which does not move into 
that point on that same rate; Bul 
2-85; S2 to 15A, p 9. 

Washington: Liability of carrier for 
freight destroyed by fire while in 
storage affirmed by Supreme court of 
state of Washington; April 25, p 69. 


ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Class Rates from Atlantic Seaboard 
Territory: Held that because of wa- 
ter and Canadian competition, rates 
may reasonably be lower than rates 
to Missour River cities; Burnham, 
Hanna, Munger Dry Goods Co et al 
vs CRI & P et al; July 18, p 41. 







STRAWBERRIES. See 
Vegetables.”’ 


STREET CAR COMPANIES 


Hours of Service: Street car compa- 
nies are subject to the hours of serv- 
ice law when engaged in interstate 
commerce; Bul 1-57; May 2, p 1. 


STRIKES 


Demurrage: Commission has no power 
to relieve carriers from demurrage 
<— occasioned by strikes; Bul 


STUBBS, J. C., Traffic Director, Southern 
Pacific Lines, 

Utterances: Addresses Trans-Missis- 
sippi Commercial Congress on “The 
Relations of the Railroads to the 
Trans-Mississippi Territory;’’ speech 
in full; Oct. 17, p 49. 


SUGAR 


Allowance for Transfer: Held that al- 
lowances for transfer of sugar are 
rebates and in violation of the law; 
In the matter of Allowance for 
Transfer of Sugar; Dec. 26, p 36. 

Lincoln, Neb., from Southwestern 
Points: Held that rates should not 
be higher than to Omaha; Lincoln 
ea —_ vs CRI & P et al; April 

, p . 

New Orleans, La., to Gallatin, Tenn.: 
Held that rate of 3ic per 100 pounds 
is unreasonable and that rate should 
not exceed 25c; Payne-Gardner Co 
vs L & N; June 13, p 21. 

Texas and Louisiana Points to An- 
thony, Kan.: Held that differential 
of 6c against Anthony, as compared 
with Wichita, Hutchinson, Winfield 
and Arkansas City, Kan., is not 
just and should not exceed 3c; An- 
thony Wholesale Groc Co vs A T 
& S F et al; June 13, p 19. 


‘Fruits and 


SUNDAY 
Tariff: Effective date of tariff falls 
on Sunday; held tariff is lawful; 
Bul 1-47; May 2, p 2. 
SWITCHING 
Absorption: Charges absorbed under 


tariff must be paid by carrier and 
not by consignee and deducted from 
freight bill; Bul 2-64; June 20, p 1. 

Illinois: State commission promul- 
gates Switching Rule No 23; rule in 
full; Sept. 19, p 48. 

Tilinois: Carriers file complaint against 
state commission’s switching Rule 
No. 23 with U. S. Circuit court; com- 
plaint filed on behalf of C & N W 
in full; Nov. 7, p 47. 

Industrial: Held that complainant is 
not entitled to compensation from 
defendants for the movement of cars 
between points on its plant and de- 


SWITCHING LINE 


SWITCH CONNECTION 
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fendants’ interchange tracks; Solvay 
Process Co vs DL & W, and same 
vs N Y C & H R; July il, p 51. 

Industrial: Held that the obligation 
of the defendants, under the cir- 
cumstances shown of record, in- 
volved only an acceptance and de- 
livery of cars at some reasonably 
convenient point of interchange; 
General Electric Co vs N Y C & H 
R et al; July 11, p 48. 

Industrial: Held that plant is not en- 
titled to compensation from carriers 
to cover cost of movement of loaded 
and empty cars between interchange 
tracks and shops, etc., within the 
plant inclosure; General Electric Co 
vs N Y C & H'R et al; July 11, p 










48. 

Industrial: Held that common carriers 
are under no duty to extend their 
transportation obligations with the 
extension of great industrial plants, 
and to accept and deliver cars within 
inclosure over network of interior 
switching tracks constructed as plant 
facilities to meet requirements of the 
industry; General Electric Co vs N Y 
C &H Ret al; July 11, p 48. 

Kansas City, Mo.: Held that K C Sou 
should allow benefit of switching 
charge of $3, which it absorbs when 
delivery is made to a connection for 
switching purposes within the switch- 
ing iimits of Kansas City, although 
in the case in point the delivery to 
the Belt Ry is without such switch- 
ing limits; Leonard vs K C Sou et 
al; June 13, p 2. 

Minnesota: Rates on Minnesota Trans- 
fer Ry established; Jan. 18, p 13. 

Missouri: In Kansas City and St. Louis, 
Mo., order reducing charges rescinded 
by state commission; Jan. 11, p 10. 

South Omaha, Neb.: Nebraska state 
board allows Union Stock Yards Com- 
pany of Omaha to increase switching 
rates at South Omaha; Dec. 19, p 60. 

South Portland, Ore.: Oregon shippers 
ask switchtrack connection between 

- Sou Pac and United Railways at 
South Portland; Feb. 15, p 10. 


Jurisdiction: Belt line owned by mu- 
nicipality which participates in in- 
terstate movements is subject to 
jurisdiction of Act and of Commis- 
sion; Bul 2-90. 


Courts: U. S. Circuit court, Judges 
Lacombe, Ward and Noyes, at New 
York, enjoin Interstate ‘ommerce 
Commission order, in Rahway Valley 
vs DL & W, directing construction 
of switchtrack connection between two 
roads at Summit, N: J., holding that 
such an order can be issued only on 
complaint of shipper; Oct. 31, p 61. 

Jurisdiction: Held that section 1 of 
the Act to Regulate Commerce speci- 
fies conditions upon which it becomes 
duty of carrier to put in switch con- 
nections with lateral branch roads, 
and that plenary discretion as to ad- 
visability of such connection is not 
granted Commission; July 11, p 53. 


TAFT, WILLIAM H. 

Recommendations for proposed changes 
in interstate commerce regulations; 
Dec. 5, p 56. 

Utterances: Addresses Michigan Re- 
tail Lumber Dealers’ Assn on ‘‘Com- 
merce Regulation;’” Feb. 22, p 5. 


TARIFFS 


paid; La Salle & Bvs C& N W; 
June 13, p 29. 
Amendment of Joint, on short notice: 


Tariff 


Cancelation : 


publishes 


Bul 1-50; May 2, p 2. 









Allowances: No allowances of any kind 
not specific in tariff can be lawfully 


Request for permission to amend a 
joint tariff must come from agent or 
earrier who filed tariff and binds all 
carriers who concurred in same; 15A- 


L naming higher 
rates fails to cancel lower rates be- 
tween same points: Held that lower 
rates remained in effect until specifi- 
eally canceled; Bul 2-70; June 20, p 1. 

Cancelation omitted: When joint agent 

new rate between two 

points, without canceling old rate 
duly published by one of carriers, oid 
rate on that line remains in effect; 


Changes on short notice: Commission 





will permit changes of rates upon 
short notice only when it believes 
there is good and sufficient reasons 
to justify action’ 15A-R58. 

Competitive Rates: Desire to meet 
rates or fares of competing road or 
line which has given full statutory 
notice of change in rates or fares 
will not of itself be regarded as 
good cause for allowing changes in 
rates or fares on a notice of less than 
30 days; 15A-R58. 

Concurrences, Treatment of: Carriers 
named as participating in joint tariffs 
issued prior to May 1, 1907, will be - 
considered as having concurred 
therein unless they have filed special 
nonconcurrences in that special issue; 
in case of tariffs filed after May 1, 
1907, rules of Commission in freight 
tari circular 12A and _ subsequent 
issues will be applied; 15A-R83. 

Concurrences, Short Notice: Request 
for permission to change rates on 
less than full statutory notice must 
be signed and verified by agent or 
officer who makes it, and every car- 
rier that has, by formal authority or 
concurrence, made itself a party to 
such tariff will be held bound by act 
of its agent under such authority or 
by its concurrence; 15A-R58. 

Demurrage: Carrier must publish, post 
and file all terminal charges which in 
any wise change, affect or determine 
value of service rendered and al} 
such charges become part of rates, 
fares and charges which carriers are 
required to demand, collect and re- 
tain; S-2 to 15A, p 6. 

Effective Date: Tariffs that were useé 
before Aug. 28, 1906, but were not 
filed until after that date and con- 
tain no specific date subsequent to 
date of filing upon which schedule 
should become effective, held to be- 
come effective 30 days after filing 
(Conf Rul); Oct. 31, p 48. 

Effective Date: Tariff filed without 
naming effective date is unlawful 
and never takes effect; Bul 1-12. 

Exceptions made: For good cause 
shown, Commission may allow rates 
or fares to be changed or withdrawn 
ee less than 30 days’ notice; 15A- 

Supplements to Exeursion Tariff: Sup- 
plements to excursion tariffs shali 
have notation on title page thereof 
that no supplements may be issued; 
15A-R52. 

Expiration Notice not Guaranty: Pro- 
vision in tariff that tariff or any part 
of it will expire at given time is not 
guaranty that tariff, or such part of 
it, will remain effective until that 
date; 15A-R54. 

Form for reducing through rates to 
sum of locals: Commission prescribes 
form to be used when through rate 
is reduced to sum of locals; 15A-R56. 

Government: Carrier may provide in 
tariffs for special rates for govern- 
ment shipments when shipment is 
consigned to such government in care 
of recognized office thereof; S-2 to 
15A, p 1. 

Issuing Official: Commission requires 
application for permission to change 
rates on short notice to be signed by 
carrier or agent authorized to file 
tariff; 15A-R58. 

Joint Rates: Joint rates may be re- 
duced to sum of locals via that route 
or another route upon one day’s no- 
tice; 15A-R56. 

Long and Short Haul: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission issues Special Cir- 
cular 6 covering long and short haul 
clauses, maxima rules and alternative 
rate or fare provisions; Jan. 18, p 11. 

New Cars: ariffs may provide for 
light loading of new cars on initial 
trip, but the carload minimum 
weight contained in the tariff must 
mo pepeee and observed; S-2 to 15A, 


p 6. 

New Roads: New roads may file tariffs 
for their first business with giving 
one day’s notice; 15A-R57. 

New Roads: Held that tariff of new 
road, under its arrangements for first 
time to articipate in interstate 
transportation, becomes effective at 
once, although effective date is 
omitted; Bul 2-73; June 20, p 2. 

Not Concurred in: Chairmen of tariff 
committee publish tariffs for certain 
carriers. A carrier: declining to con- 
cur in his tariffs put new covers on 
them and filed them as its own with- 
out securing concurrence of other 
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Cotton Piece Goods: New England 
Points to Denver, Colo.: Held that 
rate should not exceed $1.50; Mer- 
chants’ Traffic ASsn. vs Transconti- 
nental Carriers; March 28, p 6. 


TITTEMORE, J. N., Freight Traffic Man- 
ager, Pere Marquette. 

Utterances: Addresses Chicago Trans- 
portation Assn on “Government Con- 
trol of Railroads;’’ Nov. 28, p 49. 

Appointment: Is made traffic manager 
of Pere Marquette; Dec. 12, p 63. 


TRACK CONNECTIONS 
Portland, Ore.: Oregon state commis- 
sion orders connection of tracks of 
United Railways and Southern Pa- 
cific at Portland; April 4, p 16. 


TRACK STORAGE 

New York: Held that reasonable track 
storage charges at yards in Greater 
New York should not exceed the fol- 
lowing per car, to wit: First two 
days, nothing; third day, $1; fourth 
day, $1; fifth and each succeeding 
day, $2; New York Hay Exchange 
Assn vs P RR et al; July 11, p 41. 

Pittsburg: Held that in view of local 
conditions track storage charges on 
C L shipments of fruit and produce 
at Pennsylvania Lines produce yards, 
to wit: For the first 48 hours, noth- 
ing; second 48 hours, $1 per day; 
third 48 hours, $3 per day; each suc- 
ceeding day, or fraction thereof, until 
car is released, $4, are not unreason- 
able or discriminatory; Wilson Prod- 
uce Co et al vs P R R; July 11, p 45. 


TRADE CENTERS 

Fact that a given town has been rec- 
ognized as a trade center, and is en- 
abled by its more favorable rate ad- 
justment to distribute in a certain 
territory, cannot justify continuance 
of relative rates which result in un- 
due preference; Payne-Gardner Co vs 
L & N; June 13, p 21. 


TRAFFIC CLUB OF CHICAGO, THE 

Lighterage: J. J. Wait addresses club 
on city’s lighterage needs; March 21, 
p 87; March 28, p 21. 

National Industrial Traffic League: In 
speech before Traffic Club, J. C. Lin- 
coln explains organization purpose of 
league; Dec. 5, p 60 


ee CLUB OF NEW YORK CITY, 






Adopts resolutions asking for a confer- 
ence with executive heads of rail- 
roads before proposed advance in 
ans Foes is made effective; June 

7, p 34. 

Election of Officers: Holds second an- 
nual meeting and election of officers; 
Dec. 12, p 65. 

Terminal Facilities: Henry J. Pierce, 
in speech before Traffic Club, declares 
that Manhattan is hampered by in- 
geeavete freight facilities; Nov. 7, p 


TRAFFIC CLUB OF PITTSBURG, THE 
Tariff Distribution: Passes resolutions 
protesting against curtailment of tar- 

iff distribution; May 23, p 63. 


TRAINS 
Chartered Trains Lawful: Carrier may 
publish tariff under which locomo- 
tive and train of cars may be char- 
tered at named rate and tickets for 
journey on that train sold by person 
chartering same; Bul 2-82; June 20, 


p 2. 

Detoured by Blockades: Train that is 
detoured because of blockade must 
pay full tariff rates to carriers over 
whose tracks it moves; 15A-R60. 


TRAINS, FREIGHT 
Passengers on: Commission holds that 
if any passengers are allowed to ride 
on freight trains. privilege must be 
open to all; Bul 1-45; March 21, p 1. 


TRANS-ATLANTIC LINES 
Bordeaux and Havre, France, to New 
Orleans, La.: Establishment of new 
— “. steamships announced; Oct. 
» Dp 49. 


TRANSFER OF GOODS 
N s Duty: 


goods from shipper to car- 
rier, and to do so is to violate law; 


TRANSIT PRIVILEGES 


TRANS-PACIFIC LINES 


TRANSPORTATION 


TRUMBULL, 





ae es ee is not part = 
earrier’s du bear expense o 
transfer of 


In the Matter of Allowance of Trans- 
fer of Sugar; Dec. 26, p 36. 


Not Canceled: Shipment that moved in 
under former tariff does not lose 
benefit of transit privilege canceled 
pending out movement; Bul 2-80; 
June 20, p 2. 

Not: Retroactive: Rule that benefit of 
reconsignment privileges cannot be 
given retroactive effect is held to in- 
clude cleaning, milling, concentration 
and other transit privileges; Bul 2-77; 
June 20, p 2. 

Renewal of: Transit privilege not 
availed of cannot be renewed after 
the expiration of time allowed in tar- 
iffs; Bul 1-53; May 2, p 1. 


Bristol, England, to Pacific Coast 
States: New line of steamships 
started; Oct. 17, p 59. 

Japan to Pacific Coast: C M & St P 
signs agreement with the Asaka 
Shosen Kaisha for service, to start 
about Aug. 1, 1909; Oct. 31, p 49. 


Circus Outfits: Carriers may arrange 
for transportation of circuses, rates 
to be effected one day after filing 
with Commission; need not post such 
tariffs in their stations; copy of con- 
tract should be attached to tariff; 
15A-R69. 

Destroyed Car Trucks: If car of one 
company is destroyed on tracks of 
another company, that company may 
transport trucks free to junction 
point with line of owner of trucks; 
if there is not direct connection be- 
tween line of carrier owning car and 
line upon which it was destroyed, 
earrier may transport trucks to junc- 
tion point with intermediate carrier 
and pay intermediate carrier full tar- 
iff rates for transporting trucks to 
line of owner; S2 to 15A, p 8. 

Payment for: Commission holds that 
transportation, whether of passengers 
or property, can be paid only in 
money; 15A-R67. 

Troops: Carriers may, either by con- 
tract or bid or other arrangement 
wth the War Department, make spe- 
cial rates or fares for the movement 
of federal troops, when moved under 
orders and at expense of the U. S. 
government, and rates or fares so 
made need not be posted or filed with 
the commission; 15A-R75. 

Transportation of: Carriers may, either 
by contract or bid or other arrange- 
ment with the War Department, make 
special rates or fares for the move- 
ment of federal troops, when moved 
under orders and at the expense of 
the U. S. government, and the rates 
or fares so made need not be posted 
a with the commission; 15A- 


FRANK, President Colo- 
rado & Southern Railway. 

Utterances: In an interview, pleads 
for friendlier feeling between public 
and carriers, pointing out beneficent 
— o a cooperative spirit; Oct. 
31, p 55. 


TUCKER, J. F., 

Freight Assn. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Issues open 
letter to shippers relative to new 
form; Oct. 3, p 43. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Replies to 
W. M. Hopkins’ letter criticizing new 
form; Oct. 10, p 53. 


UNDERCHARGES 

Collection: Carriers must exhaust their 
legal remedies to collect undercharges 
from consignee; Bul 1-3. 

Collection: Delivering carrier must col- 
lect undercharges, although they re- 
sult from error in billing by initial 
earrier or connection; Bul 1-16; Jan. 
18; p 10. 


UNDERSTANDINGS 


Tariffs: Special understandings be- 
tween shippers and carriers not pub- 
lished in tariffs are of no valid ef- 
fect; Bul 1-20; Jan. 18, p 10. 


UNIFORM BILL OF LADING 


Chairman, Central 


Chicago Board of Trade, through W. 
M. Hopkins, traffio- manager, points 
















out objectionable features of Uniform 
Bill; Aug. 15, p 48, 

Dray Tickets: Permission to use old 
dray tickets until Jan. 1, 1909, to 
shippers in Official Classification ter. 
ritory; Oct. 24, p 47. 

Hopkins, W. M., manager of trang. 
portation department, Chicago Boarg 
of Trade, writes J. F. Tucker, chair. 
man Central Freight Assn, criticiz- 
ing new bill; Oct. 10, p 53. 

Illinois Manufacturers’ Association: 
Committee on uniform bill of lad 
addresses letter to public relative to 
new form; Oct. 3, p 43. 

Interstate Commerce Commission ree. 
ommends adoption of Uniform Bill; 
July 18, p 47. 

James, Francis B., addresses Missouri 
Bankers’ Association on “The Le 
and Commercial Aspect of Bills of 
Lading;” July 4, p 71. 

Knapp, Martin A.: Writes C. C. Me. 
Cain, chairman uniform bill of lading 
committee, relative to new form; Oct, 
3, p 43. 

National Industrial Traffic League: 
Proposes simpler form, requiring car- 
riers to handle shipments subect to 
common law liability; Sept. 26, p 51, 

National Industrial Traffic League: 
Digest of committee’s report on new 
form; Oct. 10, p 57. 

National Industrial Traffic League: 
Continues fight for permission to use 
dray tickets; J. C. Lincoln writes 
oe Clark on subject; Oct, 

» Pp 63. 

National Industrial Traffic League: 
League decides to continue fight 
against new form; Nov. 14, p 48. 

Philadelphia Commercial Exchange op- 
poses new bill; Aug. 22, p 44. 

ee cyte in Traffic Bulletin; Oct. 10, 


p . 

Tucker, J. F.: Issues open letter to 
—— relative to new form; Oct. 3 
p 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTING 


Kansas: Reports in conformity with 
Interstate Commerce Commission reg- 
ulations ordered by state board looked 
upon as a solution of the question 
of obtaining accurate statistics; Sept. 


» DP 47. 

Kentucky: State board calls on car- 
riers to file reports on blanks con- 
forming with Interstate Commerce 
—enen'e requirements; Sept. 5, 
p . 

Reports: Committee presents report on 
uniform system to association at 
twentieth annual convention of Na- 
tional Assn of Railway Commission- 
ers; Oct. 17, p 53 


USE OF COMMODITY 


Dual Rates: The carrier has no right 
to attempt to dictate the use to 
which commodities transported shall 
be put; the duty of the carrier is to 
transport commodities at tariff rates 
and on equal conditions for all; Ft 
Smith Traf Bur vs St L & S F etal; 
June 20, p 13. 


UTAH 

Cutler, Governor: Discusses _ railroad 
situation in state in letter in re- 
ats to inquiries from Texas; May 
» P 74., | 


VALIDATION 

Under Guarantee: Commission holds 
it would not be unlawful or improper 
for carriers to accept a satisfactory 
guaranty or bond of an association 
or society, which is entitled to and 
for which round trip fare is made, 
that the minimum number of, tickets 
will be validated or the difference.be- 
tween reduced fare and full fare be 
paid by the association or society, 
thus permitting prompt validation of 
tickets and reduced return trip fare, 
it being understood that if specified 
number of tickets be not validated 
the society will, in good faith, be 
required to -pay difference agreed 
upon; 15A-R53. 


VALUE 

Classification. as a basis for Deter- 
mining: Held that while Commis- 
sion declines at present time to es- 
tablish rating upon basis of value, 
it commends idea to consideration of 
carriers; Union Pacific Tea 
P RR et al; Dec. 5, p 47. 

Rates, as Affecting: Held that differ- 
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——== Sa ae ag epee tiomenieso denen iinanenetesnsienicaeiie 
niform - 
ences in value of two commodities, ing that, when there are two rates Lazarri & Barton Co vs Montpelier 
se old in volume of traffic and conditions and shipper makes no selection, car- & W R et al; July 11, p 77; Jones 
09, to under which they move and in risk rier may elect which rate will apply, Bros Co vs Cent Vt et al; July 18, 
n ter. in cost of handling them, ordinarily but bill of lading showing elected p 88. 
result in substantial difference in rate must be given shipper; July 18, 
trang. rates under which they are carried; p 89. WESTERN CLASSIFICATION 
Board Anthony vs P & R et al; Dec. 5, p 53. Lawrence, Railroad Commissioner: Boots and Shoes: Shippers secure an- 
chair. Urges increase in power of _ state nulment of rule requiring shipments 
riticiz- VALUATION, FALSE board; Sept. 12, p 46. of boots and shoes, in wooden boxes, 
Unlawful: Shipper violates law when Passenger Fares: Tenino residents ask to be secured with cement-coated 
iation: he declares a false valuation on ship- state board to reduce fares on Port nails; Nov. 28, p 36. 
lading ment, even with the understanding Townsend Southern; March 14, p_60. 
tive to that right of recovery is limited to Train Service: Fruit men of the Ya- | WESTERN RAILWAY CLUB 
valuation given; Bul 1-58; May 2, kima Valley pass resolutions asking McKenna, E. W.: Speaks before club 
Nn rece 1 for faster service; Aug. 22, p 45. on “Constituency “ Without Repre- 
1 Bill: P Valuation of Lines in Washington: sentation; speech in full; Oct. 24, 
. - Property Used Exclusively for Rail- p 53. 
Hssourt VIRGINIA © road Purposes: Nor Pac, $111,000,000; ; : 
Le Car Service:. State commission fines Gt Nor., $59,000,000; O R & N, $16,- | WILLIARD, DANIEL, Vice-President, C 
ills of A C L for noncompliance with car 000,000; July 4, p 64. B&Q. 
service rules; Jan. 11, p 11. Valuation of Roads: Reported near Election: Elected member of Burling- 
C. Me- Class Rates: Intervening petition filed completion; Sept. 5, p 66. ton board of directors, vice John 
lading by Virginia cities with Interstate Mitchell, resigned; Nov. 7, p 59. 
n; Oct. Commerce Commission in complaint] WASSON, H. Q., General Freight Agent, 
. of North Carolina commission against Hocking Valley. WINNIPEG, MAN. 
eague: alleged an in — = SS : H. Q. Wasson is ap- Railroads: New route from Duluth, 
ng car- ee ee eee ok — pointed general freight agent of the Minn., opened up by Duluth, Missabe 
bect to cago, St. — ee : = Cin- Hocking Valley and Zanesville & & Northern, Duluth Rainy Lake & 
5 Pp SL. — in favor of Virginia; Feb. 15, Western; Oct. 3, p 51. Winnipeg and Canadian Pacific; July 
ae Courts: U. S. Supreme: Held that the} wATER CARRIERS a oe 
on new method of procedure in the Virginia " _ & 
passenger rate case was wrong; de-| ©°®mmon Carriers: Water lines not en- WISCONSIN 
ueague: erees of lower court reversed; State titled to receive advanced charges Courts: State Supreme court holds 
to use Corporation of Virginia vs A C L unless they file tariffs and become Wisconsin commission law _ valid; 
writes et al; Dec. 5, p 55 common carriers; Bul. 2-62; June 20, June 13, p 82. 
ot; Oct. a a cote p 1. Cream Rates: Order is issued by state 
Courts: Car Service Rule 1 of state pei “ 
commission declared unconstitutional Jurisdiction: Joint rates between wa- board reducing rates on milk and 
League: by state Supreme Court; Feb. 1, p 14. ter and rail carriers subjects former advancing those on cream; June 13, 
fight Electric Railways: Gain permission of to jurisdiction of Commission; Bul. 2- p 83. 
» 48, +3 ; mts 66; June 20, p 1. Decisions: Coal rates from Superior 
state corporation commission to in 
nge op- crease passenger fares; Aug. 8, p 66 to Augusta reduced to $1.65 per ton 
Express: Four towns pass ordinances} WATER TANKS AND SUBSTRUC- on hard coal and $1.25 on soft coal, 
Oct. 10, forbidding any common carrier from| TURES eae = oa oo -_ $1.25, 
; ies : alivia nee y state board; July 18, p 89. 
ts8e ts delivering tpteateatiog Mauere to any |- Kendallutte. tnd. to Beaver Dem. Wis; | Decisous: Menasha Eager Ob va Wie 
Oct. 3, and liquor dealers appeal to state through rate should not exceed 21%c, Cent, complaint alleging overcharge 
commission, alleging failure to per- the sum of the locals on Milwaukee; on carload of paper from Menasha to 
form duty; May 30, p 49. Flint & Walling Mfg Co vs LS & mM ! Ladysmith, Wis., dismissed because 
INTING Fares, Excess: Railroads petition cor- S et al; July 18, p 83. shipper failed to give routing instruc- 
ty with poration commission for privilege to tions; March 28, p 21. | 
ion reg- charge 1 cent per mile extra from| WATERWAYS Decisions: State commission in case 
d looked passengers who do not purchase] Cost of Transportation: Internal wa- of Valvoline Oil Co vs C & N W et 
question tickets before boarding trains; May terways advocates declare that thei 2 ee SS ee eee 
Ss; Sept. 30. p 2. ] aye o a ti “y t na elr in-transit privileges to complainant; 
Legislation: Bill for repeal of meas- ees a ae = ~eotaoone retght rate Feb. 1, p 14. 
on. an ure forbidding paralleling of R F & charges; give figures showing aver- Issuance of Stock: Soo Line seeks to 
ks con- P passes state legislature: Feb. 15 RES COME ae: au influence of water- mandamus state commission to issue 
aaa at ; . , ae = — it rates in different sec- certificate permitting issuance of 
Sept. 5, Passenger Fares: State board loses 2- lons of the country; Dec. 12, p 65. stock; Jan. 11, p 11. 
cent passenger fare case in Circuit] WEIGHING Motor Car Service of Ill Cent between 
‘eport on court; appeal to U. S. Supreme; Jan. . : 1 Madison, Wis., and Freeport, Iil.: 
tion at 11, p 11. ’ Ohio: | Commission proposes new Complaint against dismissed by state 
of Na- Passenger Fares: Corporation commis- weighing and reweighing rules; Feb. board; March 7, p 7. 
mission- sion permits increase in fares from 29, Dp 9. Produce Concentration Rates: State 
2 to 3 cents a mile; May 16, p 61. Reweighing Coal: Held that reweigh- commission, on complaint of produce 
Passenger Service: State corporation ing charge of $2 per car was not un- shippers at Reedsburg and Portage, 
commission fines B & O $500 for non- reasonable, but that correction in orders C M & ‘St P and C & N W 
no right compliance with order to cooperate original weights and charges should to restore concentration rates on 
use to with Southern Ry in _ establishing be made where reweighing discloses produce along their lines; Oct. 31, 
ed shall through daily passenger service be- a variation of 1 per cent, with a P 60. 
ier is to tween Alexandria and Lexington; minimum of 500 pounds; Rice vs Pulpwood: State commission holds 
‘iff rates June 6, p 54. . Georgia R R et al; July 4, p 51. that pulpwood rates in Wisconsin are 
all; Ft ma gon State board pro- See ee high; 
> mulgates new 4 ‘ ne mu ; 
F et al; WAIT, J. J., Traffic Manager, Hibbard,| weighing; May 30.p 50.0 T° a ee 
Spencer, Bartlett & Co. of Chicago. : : ; Reports: State board files report with 
Harbors: Addresses Chicago harbor] WEIGHT G r i 3 nee 
commission eeta of b Ss overnor Davidson; summary of 
railroad city; May 2p oo harbor for| Bananas: sPractice of assessing charges same; Dec. 12, p 52. 
a “ty ; ay 2, ; on weig °o ananas at point of 
ras: May be «oman Addresses Traffic Club of origin and not at destination is held | WOODWORTH, J. G., Traffic Manager, 
> icago on city’s lighterage needs; not to be unreasonable: Topeka Ba- Nor Pac 
March 21, p 87; March 28, p 21 Soe gt Oe ne cz 
; : 3 nana ene ham vs St L& SF a : a woe coast 
: et al; June 13, p 15. umber rates; Feb. 1, p 15. 
in holds Te ee eaneel Bvetent and Minimum on Bananas: Fixing of min- 
improper Appointment: Martin Walsh . Gulf. imum weight of 20,000 pounds on|WRIGHT, G. S., Secretary and Treas- 
tisfactory * ‘pointed general freight and ete shipments of bananas from New Or- urer, E & T_H. 
ssociation agent for the Mem is Pe oe aa leans to points west of Mississippi Election: G. S. Wright is elected sec- 
i to and Nov. 14 51 oe River held not unreasonable, as min- retary and treasurer of the Evans- 
is made, ~ or Oe imum of 18,000 pounds to Chicago is ville & Terre Haute; Nov. 28, p 49. 
of, tickets WASHINGTON governed by Baltimore competition; 
rence. be- : Topeka Banana Dealers’ Assn vs St|WRIGHTMAN, G. A., Secretary, Iowa 
l fare be Courts: United States court at Olym- L & S F et al; June 13, p 15. Manufacturers’ Assn. 
- gociety, Pia rules that state commission has Minimum on Building Stone: Held that Western Classification: Addresses ship- 
dation of no power to fix rates; Feb. 22, p 8. minimum for standard cars, 36 ft. in pers on proposed changes in; Nov. 
trip fare, Courts: Superior court of Thurston length and upward, should not ex- 14, p 46. 
specified county sustains right of commission ceed 36,000 pounds upon cars of less 
validated to fix rates; reverses terminal and size, 30,000 pounds; Tayntor vs Mont- | YOAKUM, BENJAMIN F. 
faith, be potato rate orders; Feb. 29, p 10. pelier .& W R et al; July 11, p_ 75; Utterances: Addresses St. Louis Traf- 
> Courts: Supreme court modifies its de- Jones Bros Co vs Montpelier & W R fic Club on “Needs of Day;’”? May 16, 
cision in alternative .rate case, hold- et al (six cases); July 11, p 176-77; p 62. 
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